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THE 


PREFACE 


wo J.*=. 
READ ER. 


SD) Ya F Herefie could ha- 
YZ ve been brought to 
£ C 2 ſtand in its owne 
opinions, it would 
long ſince have 
been ſunke in the 
JO, - 3 Opinion of all ; but 
QQ NG £11 din g it ſelfe upon 


% 


\ 
\ 


/ quick ſand, it is forced to change foot- 
| ing, and notto ſtay long upon the ſame 


ground, for fear of ſinking under ground, 


. andfalling fromits preſent ſtate of mpro- 


babilitie, to its ancient ſtate of inviſobilzrre. 
And albeit by this often ſhifting, it ap- 
peares to be brought to deſperate ſhifts, 
yer is it content rather to appeare any 
thing, then utterly diſappeare into its 
owne nothing, A Cheate muſt often chan- 
ge his cg e, a Monntebank his market, | 
a Sophiſter his Medium, and an Army of de- 
feated diſordered Troopes, can not my 
with ſecuritie keepe the ſame place, an 
poſture. Ir is not fo hard torout them, as 
XK 2 to find 
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Trrt PREFACE 
tofind them out : ſo unarmed , unforti- 
fied, ſodisbanded, and ſcattered rhey 
are, for want of a Commander in chiefe, 
that they are no ſooner in ſight, then put 
to flight, and forced to retreate to ſome 
new paſlage of leſle perill. 0 

Firſt, Scripture alone was thought a 
ſufficient defence , but finding it tailed 


them, they found it neceffary to change, | 
and even cur off ſome parts of this forti- | 
fication, which were of advantage to | 


their enemies. After, an outwork of Tra- 


&:tion was judged expedient for more fe- | 
curitie; although in effect —— 
nOPSs | 


yes of more danger unto them. Bi 
and Priefts formerly caſt our, as of more 
expences then profit, were ſoone called 
back, and deſired to appeare armed with 
rrue Orders, received not by extraordi- 
nary vocation, but by legall ſucceſſion. 
Faith alone was thought armour of 


proofe, before they had found by expe- | 


rience the need of good workes, The 
Church which in the beginning they ga- 
veoutfor loſt, and utterly periſhed for 
many ages, they came at length to ſeeke 
out with more ſolicitude then ſucceſle; 


being reſolvednot to find it in thar y_ | 
in which alone it is tobe found: and now | 


they ſeeme willing to open the doores of 
the Church to all Chriſtians, thar they 
in 


- | 
7 4, 


TO THE READER, 
©l- hn the ctoud may getin with the reſt. The 
-Y [pretended clearnefſe of Scripture init 
©, felfe, orar leaſtas ſubſigned-withthere- 
ut [ſtimony of the private ſpirit, madethe | 
1 {definitions of Councells ſeeme of no uſe; - 
now upon better conſideration ,, fore- 
ſeeing the prejudice they doe to. their 
cauſe, by appealing from the verdid of. 
|all Councells in generall, they thinke ex- 
pedient to admit- of fume in particular , 
| but namely ſuch as treated of matters 
| not apertaining to our preſent controver- 
| fies : by which evaſion chey engage 
?- | themſelves in greater difficulties, then 
> | thoſe they pretended to avoyde; for no 
F juſt exception was, or can be alleadged 
" againſt the Councell of Lateran — 

the queſtion of Tranſubſtantiarton , whiCc 
may not be urged againſt thoſe Coun- 
cells which obliged all Chriſtians to be- 


a 
qd 


D. 


f lieve the myſteries of the Trincy, and In- 
” | carnation. 
© | Theyhave been ſobeaten from place 
” | roplace, and ſobattered, and broken in 
© | every place they undertooke to maintai- 
* ' ne, thatdivers of the beſt underſtanding, 
3  andleaſtpaſſion, would be glad tocapi- 
- | tCulare, and come to an accommodation 
f ; withus, as farre as it may ſtand with 
their honour, and intereft, They are 
: content to wave that maine article of the 


X 3 Popes 


SCRE on my ei 


Tu PkEFacE: 

Popet Amticliriſtian' tyranny, and yeeld 
him'a preemmencie in ſtead of a ſupremane. 
The reſpe&'we give Inages moſt will free 
from the ſfinne, and'many from the:dan- 
ger of 1ddarrie; ſo it may be/left asa mat- 
ter of ſuperfluitie ; in» which rank-they| 
will placeour prayers to Saints, without | 
imputing hereafter unto us any injury |- 
done to Chriſts mercies, or merits. Upon | 
the ſcore of Tradition they will graunt us 
prayer for the dead, provided we leave it 
ro their private intention, wherher it be 

rodiminiſhcheir paines, or increaſe their 
glory. As tothe reall preſence, ſo much ex-| 
cepred againſt by their Predeceſlors, | , 
they refuſe not to accept of, upon condi-| | 
tion they may ſhape Chriſts power , and : 
words, to the narrow model of their own \ 
ſenſes, and beexempred from the labour | \ 
of ſearching ſo farre into Meraphyfick, (a| 
ſcience not ſutable to the groſſer hereſies' , 
ofthis age ) asto finde adiſtinQion be-| 


am P ws. aS cc = x 


twixt the appearance, and ſubſtance of bread. p# 


Notwithſtanding their want of ſpecula-|y 
tion in the Theorques, they might in this ;a 
myſtery, as well as in thar of the Trenzre, | x, 
have learned this praQticali morall Leſ- 
ſon , that Reaſon 5 never more reaſonable, then { 
When it leaves reaſoning»in things above reaſon. ' xx 
Anurunlar Cc onfeſton heretofore traduced for in 


 atorture of Conſciences, and Tyranny of 'th 
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TO THE READER. 


1 c_——_— many confeſſes beof ood 
ut: 


uſe, buttew of neceſſity; and\none-caiy 
be w—__ deſcend to particulars; for 
want of humility in themſelves , and for 
want of ſecrecy in their Miniſters. Reaſon 
of ſtate will make them ſubſcribe tothe 


* 


| article of Biſhops, that the Prince' niay 
have fo many Peeres of his owne-erea- 


tion, and at his owne'devotion; ane a 
chaine of conſequence drawes after 
them, Prieſts, and Deacons; for, to ſay the 
truth, their winking ſo long atthe cleare 
ſignes of their Biſhops invalid Ordina- 
tion, is a ſhrewd figne of their looking 
more upon their Votes in Parliament, then 


their funRions in the Church. 


They are willing to fall thus farre, and 
yet further, from their ancient Tenets, 
with hopes to be admitted as parr of our 
Church, and cleared of the reproachfull 


S | name of Hereticks, as not diſſenting in the 
= ' fundamentall points of Catholick Faith. But 
ad. 


whileſt they ralke of fundamentalls, they ne- 


ver p:{ſe the meere ſuperficzalls, and they 
-are farre from digging ſo deepe as tocome 


to the maire foundation of Faith. Ir is in 
vaine todecide fundamentall matters be- 
fore we reſulye upon the fundamentall 
motive of Chriſtian beliefe. No man calls 
in queſtion the truthof Gods Word, bur 


y of 'the queſtion is about the ſufficient propo- 


the 


X 4 fall 


Tur Parrace 
Gall of ir. Thatis a fundamentall article 
of Faith, andundeniable under paine of 
damnation. whick is ſufficiently propo- 
ſed asrevealed by God: werelyingupon 
the infallible and -unchangeable Truth 
of the Churches propoſall, m—_ 


ne ſet- 

led in the ſame Tenets, notwitſtanding {' 
the oppoſition of Luther, Calyin, and other 
Sectaries; whileſt they on the contrary, 
accepting Gods Word upon the propo- - 
fall of private inſpiration, or human per- { 
ſuaſion, neither agree with us, nor with 
one another, nor even with themſelves in | 
different times. As to our new Engliſh \ 
Religion, ir is very remarkable, how the ,** 
pretended {upernaturall inſpiration, and F: 
naturall perſuaſion, hath beene alwayes br 
flexible ro remporall reſpeRs. Firſt po 
were inſpired, and perſuaded to pull © 
downe Monkes, and cry downe the Pope, |. 
and proceed no further, this being ſuffi- ''© 
cient to comply with King Henry the a 
- lewdneſſe and coveteoutnetle. *P 
After, they went on as farre as they were |” 
led by the intereſt of the ProteQor Sea- Ie 
mour. But when Queen Elizabeths illegiti- '24 


( 


macy made the Popes authority be jud- 
ged wholy inconfiſtent with her ſecuri- 
tie; then was it time to make him Antr- 
c<r;t,and to purſue his party with fire and 
fword. The title of the enſuing Kings 
not! 


TO THE READER, 

- ſnotbeing queſtioned by the Pope, made 
£ ſaimanobject of leſſe hate, and his adhe- 
. Fents {ubjed toleſle crueltie, and theRe- 
\ figion was faſhioned rothe humor of the 
h {Prince, yer with ſome regard to popular 
._ faction. Laſtly the liberty of warre giving 
licence to thoſe infinite Seas (which lay 
> lurking in every corner of the Engliſh 
Church) ro ſally forth, and toappeare to 
+ the world in theirdifterent colours,every 
_ bne tooke notice, how few were groun- 
a4 ed on thoſe Tenets, whereon the 
:n Church of England is built; and how by 
|, leaving the true propoſall of Gods 
he Word, and the ancient rule of Divine 

Faith, men come to be ({o unſerled in all 
oy _ of Faith, that their Religion is as 
ey Enangeable as private fancies, and publi- 
"i e factions, And thatall may ſee, how 
2 he curſe of Cain, the firſt father of Here- 
A. ticks, as being the firſt oppoſer of Gods 
the frue Worſhip, is fallen by inheritance 
Te. upon our Engliſh Proteſtants, their laſt 
ore change is to turne into Quakers, whoſe 
Sea. Jet IS nothing elſe bur Proceſtancy fallen in- 
rit;. (04 Paulſcy, and inclining to a ſuddame Apo- 
ud- llexy. 
uri- 
_ 
and' 
ings THE 
not! | 


THE 
1 N D E X 
OO OOO "IO > 

CHAPTERS. | 


Cnar. I. How Proteflancy beounne and came© 
mnco England, Ie in 
CHaP. IL. Of the nullitie of the Engliſh Pro- 
reftant Clergy, | 
Cunuae.-IIE of _ | 
Cnare. IV. InWhatdoth the obſftinacy of He 
nſu cnfſt? * 
Cunap. V. Of the Catholick Church. | 
Cnar. VI. YVhether all Chriſtians be thc, 
Kenan = 5 or Whether u may b 
compoſed of any tWd , or more CongregationC ; 
f go , if agreeing not in all n——_— 
ever Which any one Congregation, or Churc } 
pretends to be revealed by God. 
Cnae. VII. YPhether the teſtimony of tl } 
Catholick. Church be infallible not onely ( 5 x 
Proteſtants terme them ) in fundamental, b fi 
 lſo tn nor fundamentall articles of Fath ® Cp 
Cuare. VIII. YPhether any reformed, | 
Proteſtant Church of the world be the Cathol 
and Apoſtolick, Church? And whether th 
pretended clearneſſe of Scripture doth ſuf 
ciently propoſe thezr dobirine as Dime reve! 


£101 2 
CHA 


\ 
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of 


THE INDEX. 
CHAP. IX. YYhether any Puritanicall Con- 
| gregation be the Catholick Church, by reaſon of 
| their pretended ſpirit "= 
HAP, X. Y/hether that C gay gy of per- 
| fons which live in communion with , and ſubje- 
' Etion to the Roman Church , be the Catholick, 
and true Church of God 2 
mCnuae. XI, YYhether Tranſubſtantiation 
' and the lawfulneſſe of the worſhip of Images be 
Pro: ſufficiently propoſed by the teſtimony of the Ro- 
man Catholick Church, as Divine revelation? 
and whether Proteflants have any lawfull ex- 
He ceptions againſt them ? 
CHare. XII, YYhecher Proteflancy be Me- 
_— 7: | 
hCnae. XIII. YYhether any Proteſtants 
yb maybe ſaved? 
moCnae, XIV. YPhether Protefiancy be ma- 
arſe nifeſily againſt reaſon, and common ſenſe? and 
urd how may the moſt learned Proteſtants he con« 
vinced in diſputes of Religzon by every illiterate 
fil Roman Catholick.? 
(Sxcr, II. A Dialog between alcarned Proge- 
»b flant Miniſter, and a Catholick Cloune, 
" CHare., XV. Of the difference between Chri- 
> | flian Faith, and the hiſloricall beliefe of Proce- 
holy "Rants. 
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'A TREATISE 
OF THE NATURE 

O F 
CATHOLICK FAITH, 
AND HERESIE, 


WITH. 


Reflexion upon the Nullitie of the 
Engliſh Proteſtant Church, 


and Clergy. 
CHap. I. 
How Proteflancy begunne , and came-into 
England, =p | 


> N the yeare 1516, there was no other 


f bd 
ad iT” Religion in our parts of the world ac- 
| \ bs, ; knowwledged Catholick, and Apoſtolick, 
DY, 15 bur that which Proteſtants are now plea- 
JJ (Xe ſed to call Popery. In the yeare 1517, Leo 
a the X. Biſhop of Rome ( followiog the 
xample of other Popes) granted and publiſhed Indulgen- 
's to altſuch as voluntarily contributed towards the war 
painſt the Turke ; who at that time was growne formi- 
able, andthreatncd all Chriftcadome, having added Syria 
pd Egipy tothe Orroman Einpire, wy 
' 2'The Archdiſhop of Mexrz (to whom the Pope com- 
birted the' biifinefle of Indulgences in Germany) oppo. 
A rc 


| beginning of the pretended Reformation. Kepry the: 


s A Treatiſe of the Natureof Catholich Faith, 
ted one John Tetzel a Dominican Friar, to preach in the, 
publiſhing of them,notvithſtanding that for a long time; 
before,this office hadl beene given to the Auguſtin Friars. | x, 
The preferment of Tetzel v\ as ill taken by Martin Luther, | ;; 
who being an 3 me7 Friar, and a famous Pteacher, ex- | (1, 
pefted himſcife ſhould have beene the man 'named to}; 
preach, and publiſh the Indulgences ; but ſeeing his hopes |, 
fruſtrated, he reſolved to write as much againft Indulgen-! 
ces and the Pope, as he had prepared to preach in favour |, 
of bowh. : £ « 4 0: 
3 Therefore taking occaſion of ſome abuſes { which! q, 
are unayoydable in things that paſſe through many hands) | 4, 
he hams certaine Concluſions,and Libells againſt Indul-| ,, 
gences. Theſe were condemned , and burnt as hereticall|;,,, 
by loha Terzel, Luthers Competitor, v, ho at the ſame time | 
exerciſed the office of 13quiſitor in Germany. This fire |, 
did {9 warme Leber, and added ſuch flames to his hot dif- |,, 
poſition, that moſt parts gf Europe felt the fmgrt of ir. |g, 
For, deihg-once engaged, abth chraged by Terzzls Declarae | pe 
tion againſt him, he wouldyiot pecant his firſt error, but 5; 
added others by denying Purgatory, the Popes authoritie, 4 
merit, neceſſitie of good workes &c. tins 
'4 Amongſt others w ho v rit againſt Luthers novel- ,, 
ties, one was Henry the VIII. King of England , compo-j,,, 
ſing a learned Booke in defence of the ſeaven Sacraments, @,,, 
the Popes ſupremacy, and his ſpirituall juriſdiion pver hq . 
all Chriſtendome : this Booke moved the Pope to adde,, 
to Heary the VIII. titles, that of Defender of the Faith ;\,.1. 
which had beene the moſt glorious of all his titles, if hejy,. 
had not ſo violently oppoſed afterwards the Popes prima; gy 
cy , Which he then ſo piouſly maintained agajnit Luther. 5, 
But being weary of his wife Qucenc Catharinp,deſpairing; . 4 
to have iſſue male by her, and enamoured of Apip Bulle, | 
becauſe the Pope refuſed to declare, his matrigge Withjy,,, 
Queene Catharine invalid, he made himſelfe Pope gf En-{,,.; 
Sland , challenging all fpirituall juriſdition, within hi 
owne Kingdomes, and by AQ of Parliament made it treary;, 
fon to.acknoy ledge any ſpirituall juriſdiftion.of the Pop 
in his Dominions, himlſelfe being proclaimed ſpirimal 
Head of the Engliſh Church. This was the accafu f 


| the. . 


notyithſtanding did ſtick to.the old Religion inal. poin 


- "and -Behefie. Chap. 1. 3 
 thethe Popes primacy onely excepred; becauſe he thought no 
iMEfother of the new Religion was neceſſary to marry Anne 
Ars. {Bullea, and to enrich himſelfe by the ſpoile of. Monaſte- 
ther, {ries.. He perſecuted all other noveltics , and herefies in 

ex- {ſuch a degree , that though many crept into England in 
d t9}}ijs reighe, yet very fey durſt profeſſe them , becauſe as 

PPES | many as did; were burnt by his command. -. a 
EN-| 5 To King Henry the VIII. ſucceeded his fonne Edward 
/OUT | the VI, a child of 9. yeats 614; his unkle the Earletof 
| Hartford was made Protefor both of theKi jand King-" 


hich | dome 5 he-y\ as inclined to Zringlind his herelie; Tiyyenty 


ads) daycs had ſcarſe paſſed after his ProteRorſhip, but his fin- 
dul- |gars did ſo eagerly itchto be duing , and ramperinig abdut 
call /mnovationin Religion, asupon the ſixth'of Match next 
Nc following, he ſent away Commiſſioners into all parts of 
fire \theRealme; to pull done Images, and orher Eecleſiafti- 
dif- {call ornatments. He al's invited out of Germany divers 
f It. | Seftarieshhf what Religion ſoever, but eſpecially he-deft- 
laras |ped t& have Apoftata Friars, that had tied themfelyesto 
but Siſters-;' aNfuring himſelfe that they would be'moſt ply- 
tC able to kispurpoſe. And ſo there came into England'May- 


tin Braces 4 Dominican Friar, who had beene an carneſt Lu-" 
vel- theran; Peter Martyr a Cannon Regular ,” that-inclinedto. 


NPO-Zuinglios his opinions, but yet came with grear indifferen- 
ENtS, cy to preach, and teach what he ſhould be appointed ; 
pYcr as afterwards appeared, being a LeQor in the Univerſity 


adde FOxtird, when theParliathentin Londowrab debating. 


th ;\ har opiniorithe Kinodomie'ſhould followe concerning 
f he the Reall preſence : Peter Martyr kept all his Sctiollers in 
ma-ſupence, untill newes came of the Parliametits reſolution; 
ther.t which he accommodated himelfe : for, having detai. 
IIPShed his Schollets with tedious gloſſes upon the words 
recedent to This is my boily, not to declare his fenſc of 
em before tie underſtood'-the ſenſe of the Parliament , 


i 


Capu- 


SeF.z. 


Horinſhed, 
Stow, and 
others an, 


1547. 


ha doo" but- the Arinalls of the 'Cap,1543- 
a | 
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4 ATreatiſe of the Nature Catholick Faith, 


RIDE IEP nn. IIa nn 


Capuchins teſtific , that he repented,, and died a Cathe 


=_ 


lick: OY STE ; a 7 44s X n ; 

. © Bheſe three Apoſiles of the Reformation were gþe 
gributed into three principall fountaines of ti:e I arid, Lenk©! 
don, P&ford,and Cambridge, With-theſe joyned Coverda 
an Auguſtin Friar, Bale aCarmelite ,: and other Apoſtate ef 


who did fo vary in their DoQtrine , and Religions whicf" 


::. theypreached to the people, thar all as in confuſion ; iP 


fy,much that the ProteRtor' writ ro Cranmery } and Rraley an 
that they. ſhould make'haſt to end the common. Servict9 
booke,” ior of Common prayer, Doarine,.and Rites,v hiefu 
they had begunne;:2 1 5: L:o 23 

;/A-_But from, hence aroſe a' great ; Controverly; for tha 


. Bucer would bave one thing, Heter Mariyr another, OchinsF'© 


athird..; lon, Bale, and Miſes Coverdale would faine put iÞ*Þ 


. their opinions alſo. Aboye-all others did trouble the mar£<C 


kettwo heady Prieſts, 19/ Hooper, and 10þn Roger, , comf'© 
from beyond Seas, the oe fiom:4 Virrenberg jghghe oth llc 
from $1na5byrg, Theſe rwo dilſenting wholy, from thi® 


_ courſe;begunne by Granmerg and Ridley, made a great fac 


Qtion agazhſt. the Common prayer; booke, eſpecially aftezall 
that'Hugh{atimer ſided with them,; who was of great refenl 
_— 


mon prayetf booke could net. then paſſe, this qncly watts 


þ 
_ and Hereſie. Chap. I. $0] 
NG gbe could not perfe, becauſc he died within ſix yearesaf- 
1, Ley|cr be had begunne. | Ho 
/erdal 10 It is very remarkable how in this Kings time it was 
tateg$eſolved, that whatſocver ſhould be determined by fix Bi- 
ares nn (fuch as they were) and ſix men learned in the Law 
hn ; iÞf God, or the major part of them, concerning the Rites 
dleyand adminiftrations of Sacraments; that onely ſhould be 
followed ; ſo that ſeaven men in England were thought a 
ſufficient number to change the whole frame of Chriſtian 
Religion, by changing tne matter , and forme of Sacra- 
\r thamens, abolithing the Sacrifice of the Maſſe, and'the an- 
chingf1<nt Ritcs,, and ccremonies of the Catholick Church , 
put ;þ» hich had beene practiſed for fo many ages, andreveren- 
- mar£<d by all the pious, andlearned men of the world, Here» 
comic is alwayes accompanied with preſumption ; yet never 
othelid any SeRaries before this time attribute to themſelves 
mn thſo much, as ours did, preferring the judgement of ſeaven 
cat Famen to that of all the world, confirmed by ſo many gene- 
 afte2all Councells, and holy Fathers. The forme of conſecra- 
at refing Prieſts ſet downe in ti:e new Ritual, is this: Receive 
the holy Ghoſt, whole ſinnes thou doſt forgive, they are 
Forgiven, and whoſe ſinnes thou oſt retaine, they are re- 
tained , and be thou a faithfull diſpenſer of the Word of 
y waGod, and of his holy Sacrtments; in thename of the Fa. 
* irrÞer, and of the Sonne, and of the hohyGhoſt: Sce the Ri- 
11 fortttal printed at LonJon 1607, and for RAR authoriſing 
har) {ce Kallend an 3. Ed V1. cap.12. and n pag. 94. | 
vards 15 AfﬀterKing Eduard the VI, reigned bits yſter Queene 
alledary, who being a Catholick her ſelfe, reſtoxed the Ca- 
fy tholick Religion by At of Parliament, Cardinal Poole the 
, .. Popes Legat abſolving the Kingdome from the excommus- 


[1 


rayePication and ſchiſme incurred; Some Hiſtories of that ti- 


>f-.th 


ervici 
v hic| 


pion 


aniſhed out of England , and amongſt the reſt, the two 
1oly Apoſtles Peter Martyr, and Bernard Ochinus, All King 
duards pretended Biſhops were depoſed an4 impriſoned, 
{bc Catholick Biſhops ſet at liberty, and reſtored to their 
renchp<25- This Queene is as much condemned by Proteftants 
hin-\0 crueltic againſt their Religion, as Queene Elizabeth 15 
er by Catholicks: as if, forſooth, there wereno 


mer 


ifference betweene puniſhing upſtart ſeditious novel- 
iſts, and the maintainers of that Faith, Which had beene 
Wa A3 in pol 


erelate that 3X thouſand SeQaries, all ſtrangers, Were | 
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6 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick, Faith, 


in poſſeſſion from the time Chriſtianity was brought into 
the Lani. 

12 Queene Mary deceaſed without iſſue, her Siſter Fli- 
zabeth'was proclaimed Queene , not;,jthſtanding that all 
Catholicks knew Mary S:eward the Queene of Scots, to be | 
the Jayfull heire of the Croyne. Queene Ejzabeth ſhey-| 
Ing inclination to the new Religion, all the Catholick Bi- 
ſhops refulce to crowne her; yet at length by great adoe 
ſhe was croyined, and anointed, after the Catholicks mane 
ner, by Oglethorp Biſhop of Carlije. The Reformation y.as 
by AR of Parliament againe eſtabliſhed, notyithſtanding 
the great oppoſition made by all the Biſhops, and others 
in the-upper Houſe. The Queene yras reſolved to puil | c 
downe Catholick Religion, becauſe Cecil , and others of x 
her Councell'perſyaded her, that ſhe could not be ſecure |; 
a5 long as the Popes authoijty was acknowledged in P 
England, ſeeing the Sea Apottolick had declared her a | « 
baſtard , and all Cataolicks looked upon the Queene of | 
Scots, 2s the true heire to the Crowne | 

13 Notyitiſtanding it was, the Queenes temporall in- 
tereſt ro pull doyne Catholick Religion in England, yet it 
was much for her quiet, and peace of the Realme,to keepe 
alwayes a reſemblance of it in the Clergy, as the beſt re- | 
medy againſt Puritani/me, which was thought by Her Ma- | 
jekie*dangerous to Monarchy. Therefore the titles of | 1 
Archbiſhops, Bifhops, Neanes, and Chapters were retained,as | 
alſo in her owne Chappell ſome Images, the Altar, and a | 
Crucifix upon it. | | 

Fhough the titles of the Catholick Clergy were be- | 
owed upon perſons who fayqured the neiy Religion, yet | m 
the Qrdigation was not ; becauſe that which was inſtitu- | Su 
ted by Edward the VI. was judged inyalid by all Catho- | fic 
licks , and ſq declared by publick judgement in Queene | ar 
Marys reigns ;.inſo much, that leaſes made by King E- | fr, 
dxards Biſhaps , though confirmed by the Deane , and | wl 
Chapter, were nor eſteem<d ayailable , becauſe rbey were |ey 
wo; (443th the ſentence) ranſecrated, nor Biſhops. Some Pro- | C: 
teſtants. are {4 ghanucable as t@ fay.,, that King Edwards Bi- | pa 
feps wete declared no Biſhops, ta the end Boner, and | w! 
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and Herefie. Chap. 11. 
fake alone, would commit ſo great a facrilege as muſt 
needs follow out of declaring invalid King Edwards new 
forme of Ordination, They who renounced the proprie- 
ty for Religions ſake, would not damne themſelves for the 
profit of ney leaſes. 

14 Seeing therefore jt concerned the Queene to have 
conſecrated Biſhops, and that in King Edwards reigne the 
Catholick Conſecration was held ta be ſuperſtition (moſt 
of the Clergy then being Zuimglians , or Puritans) the 
Queene endeavoured by all poſſible meanes to haye ſuch 
as ſhe named for the Bithoyricks , conſecrated by Catho- 
licks ; but they all reſolved not to make Biſhops in that 
| Church, whereof themſelves refuſed ro be Members. An 
Iriſt Archbiſhop priſoner in the To:ver was offered his 


[Siherty , and great rewards, if he would conſecrate the 


newly cleted ; but he denyed to commit ſo great a fa- 


| crilege. 


= 7 v0 


Of the Nullitie of the Engliſh Proteſtant 
Patents Anthony Kiichin Biſhop of Landaf + 
mongſt others, to conſecrate Parker, and his 


Clergy. 
He Queene notwithſtanding all this reluQtan- 

cy of Catholick Biſhops,named in herLetters 
fellowes; becauſe he was the onely man 4- 

; mongft all the Catholick Biſhops that tooke the oath of 
Supremacy in her reigne, But this frailtie was not a ſuf-- 


| ficient ground to thinke that he would conſecrate Parkey, 


| and others whom he knew to be Hereticks, and averſc 
from the Dotrine of the Roman Catholick Church, 
which himſelfe ſo conſtantly adhered unto (the Supremar 


ey onely excepted ) during his life. Many others of the garroboſe 
Catholick Biſhops complyed with Henry the VIH. inthat j;þ de inves W 
particular, who now refuſed to ordaine Parker ; the ſame ftig. Chri> 
was Landaffe reſolved todo, but ar laſt by faire yordsand #4; Eocleſia 
promiſes, they prevailed with the old man to give them a cap.14 
meeting at the Nags head in Cheap-fide, where they ho- D,Chan 
ped he would ordaine them Biſhops, defpairing that = cap.14, 


Y 3H 
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8 © A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, 

he would doe it publickly in a Church; becauſe tharwould 
, be too great and too notorious a ſcandall for Catholicks, 
amongſt whom Landaffe deſired to be numbered, Bonner 


Biſhop of London being well informed of all that paſſed, . 
ſent one Maſter Neale his Chaplaine, an honeſt and learned {; 


man, who had formerly -beene LeQor in Oxford , to the 
Biſhop of Landaffe, forbidding him under paine of ex- 
communication, to exerciſe any ſuch power of giving Or- 
ders inhis Dioceſſe: wherewith the old man being terti- 


fied, and otherwiſe alſo moved in his owne conſcience,re- |. 


fuſcd to proceed in thor aQtien,alledging chiefly for reaſon 


of his forbearance, his want of fight. Which excuſe Par- þ 


ker, and the reſt, interpreting to be but an evaſion, were 


much moved againſt the poore old man; and whereas hi- þ, 


therto they had uſed him with all curteſie, and reſpeRt , 
they then turned their copy, reviling and calling him 
doating foole, and thelike; ſome of them ſaying , This 
old foole thinketh we cannot be Biſhops unleſſe we be greaſed, 
alluding to the Catholick manner of Epiſcopall union. 
2 Being thus deceived of their expectation, and having 


no other meanes to come to their deſire, they reſolyedto þ 


uſe Maſter Scoyyes helpe, an Apoſtatarcligious Prieft, who 


having borne the name of Biſhop in King Edward the VI. |. 


time , was thought to have ſufficient power to performe 
thar office, eſpecially in ſuch a ſtreight nececſlity as they 


pretended. He having caſt off together with his re1gious þ 


habit all ſcruple of confeicace, willingly went about the 
matter ,. which he performed in this ſort; having the Bi- 
ble.in his hand, and they all kneeling before him,he laid it 


' upanevery one of their heads, or ſhoulders, ſaying, Take þ 


tho authoritie to preach the VVord of God fincearly. And ſo 
they roſe up Biſhops of the new Church of England. 


3 This ſtory of the Nags-head was firſt contradifted by þ 


X aſonin the yeare 1613, yet ſo weakly and faintly, that the 
attentive Reader may eaſily perceive he feared to be 
caught inalye, and convinced by ſome aged perſons that 


might then be living , and remember what paſſed in the | 


beginning of Queene Elizabeths reigne. Inthe yeare 1603, 
' none of the Proteſtant Clergy durſt call it a fable, or a 


**__ tale of a Tub, as ſome now doe. Bancroft Biſhop of Lon- 


don being demanded by Maſter Vvilliam Alabaſter how 


_ Parker, and his Collegueswere conſecrated Biſhops ? ane |: 


. Gvercd, 


- 
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and Aerefie, Chap. 1,  - 9 
uld Fered, He hoped that m caſerf neceſſity, a Prieft ( alluding 
ks, Þ$ Scory) might ordaine Biſhops This anſwer of his'was ob. 
mer ged in print by Holiwed againſt him , andall the Engliſh 
cd, .Fler y. in the yeare 1603, nora word replyed, Bancroft 
acd fmſclfe being then living. I have ſpoken with both Ca- | 
the olicks, ani Proteſtants that remember neare 80, yeares, 
*X- Ind acknowledge that ſo long they have heard the Nags- 
Or- fcad ſtory related as an undoubted truth. In the begin- 
11- Jing of the late Parliament ſome Presbyterian Lords pre- 
1c- Fnteſ to the upper Houſe a certaine Booke, proving that 
ſon fie Proteſtant Biſhops had no ſuccefſion , nor conſecra- 
ar- tion, and therefore were no Biſl ops, and by conſequence 
cre ad no right to fit in Parliament, Hereupon Door Mor- 
hi- þ pretended Biſhop of Durham, who is yetalive, made 
& » | ſpeach againſt this Booke in his owne,, and all the 
im Biſhops behalfe, then preſent; he endeavoured to prove 
8 acceſſion from the laſt Catholick Biſhops, who (ſaid he) | 
4 y impoſition of hands ordained the firſt Proteſtant'Bi- . 
)- [hops at the Nags. head in Cheap-ſide, as was notorious 
Ng fo all the world &e. Therefore the aforeſaid Booke 
tO bught to be looked upon as a oroundlefle Libell, This 
ho þ,as told to many by one of the ancicnreſt Pecres of Eng- 
VI. band, preſent in Parliament when Morton made his ſpeech. 
me And the ſame he is ready to depoſe upon his oath. Nay, 
Cy þe can not believe, that any will be ſoimpudent,as to de- 
us by a thing ſo notorious, whereof there are as many wit- 
he heſles living , as there are Lords and Biſhops, that were 
BI- that day in the upper Houſe of Parliament. 

Lit | 4 Thisnarration ofthe Conſecration at the Nags-head 
ke have I taken out of HoliYyood, Conſlable,and Door Champ. 

lo þeys works; they hcardit from many of the anctent Cler.. - 
y » who were priſoners for the Catholick Religion in 


dy þ Viſbich Caſtle, as Maſter Bluet, Door VVatſon Biſhop of 
- incolne, and others. Theſe had it from the ſaid Maſter 
c 


eale, and other Catholicks, preſent at Parkers Conſecra- 
iod in the Nags-head, as Maſter Conftable affirmes, The 
tory was divulged, to the great griete of the newly con- 
ecrated; yet being fo cvident a truth, they duſt not con» 
adi& it, notwithſtanding that not-onely the nullitic of 


amous Writer Do@tor Stapleton , and others, whoſezar. 
| ' words 


heir Conſecration, bur alto the illegalitic of the-ſame, Counter- 
as objcRed in print againſt them not long after; by that blaſt fol, 
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ſchiſm, 
Maſon 


Fag.1271, 
Poultonin ofthe AR are: Such forme andorder for the conſecrating « 


bis Kalend, Archbiſhops, Biſhops, Prieſts &c. as Was ſer forth in the 11 
pag. 141, 


Ps. 
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Io ATreatiſe of the Natureof Catbolick Faith, 
words I will ſet downc in the proper place, 

s Paxker andthe reſt of the Proteſtant Biſhops not be 
ing able to anſwer the Catholicks arguments againſt t 
invaliditie of their Ordination, nor to cry downe the ille 
gal and extravagant manner of it at the Nagi-head, we 

orced to beg an Ad of Parliament, whereby they mig 
enjoy the temporalitics, notwithſtanding the knowne de 
fefts of their Conſecration againſt the Canons of thi 
Church, andthe La;xes of the Land, For, albeit EdVvarſ 7 
the VI. Rite of Ordination was reeſtabliſhed by At dhſe « 
Parliament in the fieſt yeare of Queene Elizabeths reignga w 
yet it was notorious, that the Ordination of the Nagyſhc 
head was very different from it, and framed ex tempore bm) 
Scorys Puritanicall ſpirit, that hated no leſle a ſet forme qpare 
conſecrating Biſhops, then of praying to God. The wordfme 
as | 
ſhe 
of King Edward theV1. ſhall ftand, and bein ſull force, and epere 
fe; and all As andithings heretofore had, made, or done byucl 
any perſon, or perſons, in or about any Conſecration, Confirmaprge 
tion, or Inveſting of any perſon, or perſons eletted to the officuiti 
er dignitie of Archbiſhop, Biſhop Ee. by vertne of the Dueenqat. 
Letters Patents, or Commiſſion ſuhence the beginning of hqulp: 
reigne, be, and ſhall be by authoritie of this Parliament declaym 1 
red, and judged good, and perfett in all reſpetts, and purpoſely it 
any matteror thing that can, or may be objetied to the contrarpt « 
thereof in any wiſe , notwithſtanding. 8. Eliza. 1, By whichſc; 
AR appearcs, that not onely King Edwards Rite , but anje rx 
other uſed ſince the beginning of the Queenes reigne upprlia 
on her Commiſſion, was enaftei| for good, and conle| & 
quently that of the Nags-head might paſſe, Hence it waf Pr 
that they were called Parliament Biſhops. ſe « 

6 Maſter Maſena great ſtickler for the valid Ordinatiopna 
of Parker, of whom depends that of all the Proteſtanſcer 
Clergy, feeing this to be over cleare to be denyed, labouferg 
reth to ſhadoyy it at leaſt in ſome ſort , ſaying, that thpd t 
«Bueenc did but diffenſe With the treſpaſſes againſt her ownp(iti 
LaWes, net in efſentiall points of Ordination , but onely in accyler 
dentall. not in jubſtance, but incircumſtance, But if the Canþrds 
ſecration yas at Lambeth, and according the forme 9fare: 
King Edward the VI. what uced was there of any diſpeniap , 
tion, eſpccially given not in conditionall,but in yery - ojeirs 

ut 


and Hereffe, Chap. 11. , -ax 
etermes? both ſubſtance, and circumſtanee was ac» 
>Þrding the Proteſtant Layies, The truth is, all theworld 
ght at the Nags-bead Conſecration ; and held it to be 
valid, not ſo much for the circumſtance of being pere 
rhrmed ina Taverne , as for the newforme invented b 
, differing not onely from that of the Church, bue al- 
Goon that which is preſcribed in the Engliſh Ritual of 
imard the VI, and confirmed 1. Eliza, - 
7 This is demonſtrated in the publike , and notorious 
.&t qfſe of Biſhop Bonner, who being priſoner inthe Marſhal» 
rignda was indited by Maſter Horne(one of the firſt Proteſtant 


Te bym) for refuſing to take the oath of ſupremacy He ap» 
me qfarcd before the Judges of the Kings Bench, The indie 
yordfment being read, he excepted againſt it, becauſe the oath 
ing qas ſaid to have beene tendered unto him by Robert Horne 
mſhop of VVincheſter , who was by no LaW Biſhop , and 
bcrefore had no authoritic to tender him the oath, Aﬀter 
hpuch debate at the barre , and after by all the Judges at 
irmdprgeants-lune in Fleetftreete, in Judge Carline the chiefe 
officquitice his Chamber , it was reſolved by all the Judges, 
* at Biſhop Bonzer his pleaupon this iſſue, that he wasnat 
0 f 

decl 


Ipable, becauſe Horne was no Biſhop when ne tendered 
4m the oath,ſhould be received,and that the Jury ſhould 
poſes]y it : no. what the triall vas, appeareth by that he was 
ararpt condemned , nor eyer trouble4 any further for that 
Fhichſe; though he 11as a man ſpecially ſhot at. Hereupan it 
t anje next yeare following 8. Eliza, the aforelaid Aft ob 
2 upprliament was made. 
onſe| 8 Notwithſtanding all theſe teſtimonies,and evidences 
t waf Proteſtants againſt themſelves , and the conſtant pra- 
ſe of Catholicks reordaining their Miniſters not condi- 
atioÞpnally, but abſolutely, (an evident argument of their 
ſtanſecre ſecularitic , and laytie ) the moderne Proteſtant 
boufjergy endeavour to make the world believe,that Par ker, 
it t4yd the firſt Proteſtant Biſhops were conſecrated by im- 
ſition of hands of truce and lawfull Biſhops with great 
accqlemnity at Lambeth, This they prove by certaine Re. 
Confrds produced by Maſter Maſan in the yearc 1613, fifty 
ac Ofarcs after they ought to have beene ſheived,and ina tio 
ala , it can not be teſtified by any layfull witneffes of 


bfoſeirs,that they jxere not forged. There can not beamore . 
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$ſhops, conſecrated by Maſter Parker , or together with ports 7. Eli. 
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12 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, 

evidene marke of forgery, . then the concealment of Re 

giſters, if they be uſefull , and neceſſary to the very tame, 
perſons in whole cuſtody they are : if they did produce 
none, whentheir dmpbeiey did inſult, and triumph ove 
them , irs as impoſſible any ſhould be then extant,as it is 
that men ſhould conſpire with their greateſt adverſaries 

to take upon themlelves, and their Church, an everlaſting, 
infamie. It is not worth the refuting , that which ſome 
moderne Proteſtants ſay : Ye have no Wirneſſes for the ſtcrilf, 


Roman Catholicks, We valuenct their teſtimony , bet auſ 
they are our kn»\i'ne adverſaries, a party concerned againſt us 
OG. This weake anſwer is very frequent, though no lefle 
ridiculous, then the exception that a certaine Officer 0 
the Parliament in Ircland , made againſt the teſtimony off 
allthe Inhabitants of a Villege he hai pillaged.”Chey com: ſh; 
plained to his Commander, who ſhewing unto the Offi-Þ; 
cer,how many'witneſles there were of his miſdemeanour; & 
he replyed, there was not one lawfull witnefſe amongith, 
them , becauſe they were all concerned in the bulineſle 
and apart: when Proteſtancy begunae in Englan1, and the 
ficſt Proteſtant Biſhops were conſecrated at the Nags-bead, 
all who yere not Proteſtants, were Roman Catholicks 
no others could be witneſſes of their Ordination but Ca- 
tholicks, or themſelves ; and trulytheir owne ſilence ina þ 
matrer that concerned them ſo much to ſpeake againſt, þ 
doth demonſtrate they had nothing to ſay againſt the te- þ 
ſtimony of Catholicks. Silent witnefles in ſome circum- 
Kances prove more then any others. Pi tacit, conſentire 
Vvidetus. 

- 9 As ſoone as Maſter Maſon publiſhed his Recoris, Fitz 
Herbert ſuſpeted them, his words are theſe: It Was my i 
chance to und:r/Iand that one Maſter Maſon hath lately pu- 
bliſhed « Booke, Wheremn he endeavoureth to prove the firſt Pro 
teſtant Biſhops Conſecration by a Regiſter. Then ſbalt there- 
fore underſtand, good Reader , that this our exception againſt 
the Engliſh -lergy is no ne quarrell now lately paiſed, but ve- | 
hemently urged druers times herctofore many yeares ago , yeam 


| the very beginning of the late Durenes reigne urging themto L,-. | 


fſhew hop, and by Whom they vere made Priefts, Biſhops &'e. ,j 
And what trow you, \vas anſwered thereto? Vas there any Bi-}_. 
ſhop named yyho had conſecrated them! \yns Maſitr Maſons | 

| | Regitter, 


and Herefie., Chap. 11. 13 
gifter , or any other authenticall proofe thereef produced by 
laſler Jewell, or Maſter Horne ? No rruly, T bis then being 
ReF, 1 report me 10 the judgement of any ind:ff:rent man, What 
MeE:dis Maſter Maſons new found Regiſter deſerveth being pro» 
Ucered noW a fler fifiy and odde yeares to teſtifie this Conſecra» 
veilun, Whereof not ſo much as any one \otnefſe was named, nov 
15 Sy Regiſter pretended by 1 hoſe whom it moſt imported to prove 
SY, 5. 07 6. yeares afier it as ſuppoſed 10 be done. This ani 
ingHuch more did Fitz Herber: print inthe yeare 16:3, in his 
mKrendix to the Dijcovery of Doftor Andrews abſurdities, 


or ſeries, lyes pc. 1 fay that no mention 1; as ever made of 


Regiſters, or Records teſtifying Parkers, Confecration at 
1/< 1mbeth, untill Maſter Ma/ca'prigted his Booke by Maſter 
*Rbbozs command. For, though F a Booke called 4ntiqui- 
ficÞ aces britannie fag.39. edit .Hanovie an,160s. there be a Re- 


of iſter of the Proteſtant Biſhops in England, thruſt in y.ithe | 


0'Þut any neceſſity, or purpoſe , immediatly after Saint Awu- 
n'$i the firſt Archbiſhop of Canterbury, yet that very.Re- 
"Þiltcr. doth not mention any certaine place, or forme of 
7; Eheir Conſecration;;. ſo that it might be performedas we 
9 the. Nags-head, as at Lambeth, | 
| But that all the world may fee how this very Regilter. 
"Fas forged. Iyill ſer downe the words of the learned 
a, uthor of a Booke called The Iudgewnent of the Hpoſles,avd 
Uri age in points of Doftrine queſ} ioned.betweene the Catholic ks. 


pd Froteftants of England, printed an .1633.' 1t. hath beewe .Pag 209. 


wretended from a ne\y borne Regiſter of Mathew Parker, that: 
'» the Was made a Biſhop by Barlowe, Scory, and three others, . 


'- by vereue.of a Commiſſion from «Ducene Elizabeth, aud this 


- thew worke was ated an the 17. day of fember, an-1559. but- 
© !as, they had then no forme, or order to-do ſuch a buſinefſe. 


Vhereas. this printed Booke of Parkes Antiquitates Britan- Pag.349. 


PN 
»", © 


- pizz & the firſt that mentioneth any ſuch pretended Confecra-.. 


) ion of him, and tbe reft; and the other Vi/riters ſeerme (to hoy- 
" Jow thus from thenee: in the old. Manuſctipt of that Books : 
- (hich I have ſeew,. aud _— examined, there 66-wot any ; 
Went700, 07 Memory. ai ai, of any. ſuch Regiſter, or Conſeerd- | 
low of dither Mathew mb ja pen thaſe —_— 
roteftans Biſhops.  #+.the obtyuded Regiſter, | 
2 manyeading the. printed Booke will avanifaftly ſea it # 6. 
renly faifled,. ambipferied thing, baving no GAPNEXION. ,. caP=. 
Ravoence, or affnniie vither With that which goeth before, ov- 
| foleownth 


6:2 


- 


© \ 


led. 
ſpraketh of. ; Ang Pag.21r, 
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t4 ATreatiſeof oe Nature of Carhdlick Faith, 
Univer iz. And containeth more things ons after Mathe*© 
rketr had wriiten that Booke, But now let us ſec how ti they 
_ Broteſtant Clergy was charged with the nulltie, and il! 
/ Fahtic of Ordination; and hoiy they never ſtopt thef 
© Adverfaries moutlis with Maſons Regiſters, or Records. 
Bot.zt,  1o Conſider (faith DoQor Briſtow) what Church that 
whoſe Minifters are but very lay-men, unſent, uncalled, unco 
ferrattd, holding therefore among#t ua ,' when they repent, al 
returne, #% other place but lay: men, in no eaſe admitted, no 
looking to minittey tn-any office, wnleſſe they take Orders, whit 
b2fore they had not ? Miſter Fulke, whis was ignorant of nc 
thing in thispoint, that Maſter Ma/o# did know , anſwe 
ing 8:/tow his objetion-, denyeth' ordinary calling ts bſ” 
alwayes neceſſary ; which deſperate ſhift he would neveſ 
have uſed, if he had beene provided of fo eafy an} ſuſh 
cient an anſ;yer, as'Mafter Maſons Records would have af 
forded him, if they had' becne anthentieall, or extant,  F 
Calvins ©" 1 Maſter Reynolds: There u no heardman in all Turkid 
Twrcis lib. which doth wot undertake the governmen of bis heard pon be 
4.cap,t5, Nov reaſon, and greater vight, order, and authoritie , thets th 
your magnificent Apoſtles, and Evaingelifts can fhew for thi 
mom ants 68 of governing ſonles 1, veforming Chur 
thes: TREPE p00) OE Bk 5 ; 


Fol z,& 9g. 142 'Doftor'Stapleron in his Comterbtaſt agairift Mafte 
Morne pretended Biſhop of Wincheſter hath theſeurging” 
2 2 peeches: To [af truly you ave no Lord VVinchefter , nor olſe 
1hove ,. but onaly M Robert Morne, 1s ir no# nororioud” 
that ye, amd your Culleyues were not oriiaimed atcording tothe} 
preferipr, 1 well nos ſay of 1he Church, but\even of the very Sta 
105? How then can you challage'to your ſelfe the name of rh 
name of thoLord Biſhop of YVamchbeſier?  Yow ave wit hows any 
' © Confecration at all of your Mirropotitam ,- him ſelfs poore man” 
bemyg no Biſnop neither. 5230 $3T 
13 Door Harding in his Detetion of ſuncry fouls ery” 
rours againſt Maſter lewell. Yon-tell:nor. hlf my rale (which * 
thy is noretby many; that Maſter /owa// paſſegover theſf 7: 
difficulties ypithout anſwering ,- or wentioning ) 1 land for 
ty foindationoat of yaine Hierome the feroras;Eccleſia\hior 
'- ll que nowhatcrSggordurenw : rats, Chir ch, 
Inth 00»  Prixſt; onBifiop, ce. for Sactriios ;. ao tel 
detie/ignrfia ele Rrieſt:, and Brſbep: 116k 1 how os wolt | ka 
your Bifinply agomrivn, and of your fenngy” ieofyony" | 


\ Þ. _ _ end Hereſe. Chap. Il. - ty 
athe doc, Theſe being my queſtions, Maſter Jemcl, you anſwer 
wy ens er ty what example hands were laid ow you, nor who ſens 
d ih” but onely ſay, he made you Prieſt, that made me in King 
the wards 11me, Verily I never had any name, or title of Preeff- 
od given to me, during the raigne of King Ed ard. 1 onely 
' $ke theorder of Deaconſhip , as it was then mimiſtred , fire, 
r 1 wen 06, G18, Truly afier 1 had yell confidered with 
1. ap [elfe theſe queſtions, whichin my confutaticn 1 moved uns 
PA » 1 rooke my ſelfe neither for Pricſt, nor yet for lawfull Dea- 
wy in all reſpeits , by thoſe orders Which, were taken m King 
f nd Wards dayes, being well aſſured that theſe, who tooks upen- 
Cel” 19 give orders, were altogether out of order themſelves, 
to b4 Piniſired them not, according to the kute, and manner of 
ovell* -atholick Church, as who bad forſakenthe whole ſucceſſion 
gl Biſhops in all Chriſtendome , and had eretted a new Con- 
© aff £41 10n of their owneplanting, the forme whereof was ina-- 
ea in their owne braines , and had not beene ſeen, nor pra-: 
[cd 32 the world before, | | 
\ both 14 Maſter lewellanſixers all this with profound ſilence, 
he $ though 1t had never beene yritten, albeit he would ha- 
6K fhe world believe that he hath fully anſiyered in ſub. 
b,yJance, atlcaſt the whole Booke, whercin theſe things are 
ontained. Now whether the true reaſon of this dilſemt» 
ling ſilence be not the want of all probable meanes, and 
 nob<cOrds, let the diſcreete Reader judge... Ouely he ſayes 
Fitzout any proofe, that their Biſiops are made by forme, 
a4 order, and by the conſecration of the Archbiſhop, and other 
wee Biſhops, and by the admiſſiongf the Prince. 
To this Dotor Harding replycs:, But ye were made you 
1» by the conſecration of the Archbiſhop, and other three Bl- 
Pops. And how 1 pray was your Archbiſhop conſecrated? what 
ree Biſhops inthe Realme were there to lay hands wpon himt 
Mu have wow tiered a worſe caſe for your ſelves , then was by 
ex $f befare named, For your Metropolitan,. who ſhould give an- 
Drive 10 all your conſecrations, himſelf had no lawfull conſt 
ation. If you had beene conſecrated after the forme, and order 
abich bath ever beene uſed , ye might have had Biſhops. out of 
of 14702 $0 bavue conſecrated you, incaſe there/1ad lacked in Emg- 
vd. Bus nom there were ancient Biſhops enough in England, 


hat 
WARCO 


thi 


55g ho either wer nat required, or refuſed toconſecrateyon; which = 
voſt 412 enident ſigne that ye fought uet ſuchs Conſerrationaa bed 
jheer ever uſedy ys: ſteels nn 0p, whereof all.the forme: Biſhops 
ere #foarntd, | 35 Al 
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16 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick, Faith, 

+15 Allthis ſharp reply affirming ſo direRly Maſter Paſy ec, 
kernot to have becne conſecrated, whereby the conſecr{,y, 
gons of all the reſt are neceſſarily and confeiledly prove 

to be'none, Maſter lewe!! (fin{ing nothing to anſixer th 
reunto) difſembleth, as he doth the former, and takes ot 
cationfrom ſome words of Maſter Hatding , to diſcourf ho 
of the notice which ought to be given to the Biſhop Cj... 
Rome, and others, when Biſhops were conſecrated, Bi, 
not one wordof the maine point, nor of Maſter Maſon h 
Records; 'What+ therefore can any man of indifferey; 
judgement thinke in this caſe, but that theſe Records wer 
not then extant, or were forged ? For if they had beene iſ, 1 
thoſe dayes, and not forged, how is it poſſible that th 
ſhould not-be produced by Horne, lewell, Parker, and thi, 
reſt whom it ſpecially behooved to make proofe of the 
one calling, 'beitg ſo often, and earneſtly urge. thereu 

ro by theiradverſanies; triumphing over them for want of, 
que, and authenticall proofe thereof? Yet theſe Recordſ,.: 
were never mentioned by any of them, To fay that iff 
Parkers life the Reader is remitted to I knowe not wha, 
Regiſters; as alſothat'an A of Parliament 8; Eliz. relate 
tofome Regiſters, or Records concerning the conſecratioſ 
of the Engliſh Clergy, is 'no proofe of Maſter Maſons Ref 
cords; - becauſe its but a generall rerme,, anda word of 
coutſe, which mend6'tather ſuppoſe then'examine , whe 
they mention things that have beene praftiſcd 'in forma. 
times.-+But that there were no Records of Parkers conſe 
cration at Lambeth'i\the eighth yeare of Queene Eliza 
beth, nor when his life was written, is cyident to any ma 
who will refle&upon how much the Catholick Dory. 
then, and before, urged'to ſee ſyme evidence of his, an] 
others conſecration, and yetnone was eyet produced, B 
ſuppoſe therewere Records of Parkers conſecration 8, Eliz 
doththat prove'they were not forged ? could they not dF, 
forged as well in Queene Elizaberhs time, as inKing lame 
his reigne?- If they were then extant}, andNn it proquceF 
"againſt the Catholick Do@vrs ; it was becauſe in Queen 
-Elizaberths time, many were living wh'> would have prof 
ved thiemito be forged. So thar the AR of Parliament, ant 
.chebft of Parkey:rclating\the Records; makesthem my 
*meredible, then ifno'mention/at all were made'of them} * 
:, 26: Another reaſon why Maſter Maſons ne ang, 
A Th Record 
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and Herefie, Chap. 11. 17 
A Records ought to be judged counterfeited , is , becauſe 
x 495 hey diſagree with thoſe that Maſter Goodgpin uſed in his 
wy Catalogue of Biſhops, ſometimes in the day , ſometimes 
* in the moneth, and ſometimes in-the yearc, as-is manifeſt 
5 Olin the conſecrations of Noznet, Ridley, Coverdall, Grindall, 
Ml BHorne, Gneaſt, Piers : which neceſfarily proveth falſitie in 
PP Fhe one at leaft, with a prudent ſuſpicion of forgery in 
ay doth. Againe Maſter Maſon, Maſter Swtcliffe , and Maſtcr 
rel wtler, all praking of Maſter Parkers conſecration, do all 
Fs differ one from the other in naming his Conſecrators, For 
neil aſter Maſon ſaith it was done by Barlowe,Scory, Coverdall, 
th and Hodgekins. Maſter Sutcliffe ſaith beſides the three firſt 
It amed by Maſter Maſon, there were two Suffragans,as the 
the & of conſecration yet-to be ſeen (faith he) mentioneth, 
[Maſter Butler faith the Suffragan of Doyer was one of the 
py onſecrators, who notyith ding is not ſo much as na- 
ned in the Queenes Patents , whereby Commiſſion was 
.ggiven to the named therein to conſecrate Maſter Parker, 
mhÞ2 that theſe men ſeeme to have had three divers and dill 
agreeing Regiſters of one and the ſame aftion, and there- 
o&2r< the credit of every one of them is made uncreditable, 
"Ref ſtcr Maſoy oughtto have anſyered as Maſter V/hitaker, 
nd Maſter Exlke , who had reaſon to be better informed 
F the Records, then he , becauſe they lived in, and about 
Þhe time , the Engliſh Ordination was firlt called in que- 
GON. 1 world not have you thinke (ſaith VVhitaker\we ma- Contra 
e ſuch reckoning of your Orders, as to hold our owne vocation Dureum 
nlawfwll without them, and therefoye keepe them to your ſel- pag 821. 
es, Maſter Fulke ſpeakes more plainly : You are highly de= Anſwer to 
erved if you thinke we eſteeme your Offices of Biſhops , Priefts, a counter- 
, $24 Deacons better then Laymen, And in his retentive: VVith faite Ca-, 
+1; our beart we defie, abborre, deteſt, and ſpit at your ſtinking, tholick, 
rea(y, Antichrifian orders. Is it credible that theſe prime þag.5o. 
Proteſtants would anſjyer thus, if they had not knoynfull pag.67. 
yell that the tory of the Nags-Lead was truc ? 
{37 \But (graunt the Recards were not forged) therecan 
de produced noRecordsto witneſle, that Maſter Barlo\We 
was conſecrated, and yet Maſter Maſon acknowyledgeth, 
at. Maſter Barlow was the man who conſecrated er : Chanpn. 
nn Pecauſc Hodgekins the Suffragan of Bedford , was oncly an cap. 14. 
_ &fiftant get ation , and the Aſſiſtants in the Prorte- 
a refer Church , do not conſecrate, Maſter Maſon proves 
| = B ar- 
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18 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, 
Barlowes conſecration onely by conjectures , becauſe h 
diſcharged all things belonging to the order of a Biſhop 
even Epiſcopall conſecration, But by the like forme of ar 
gument might he be proved ( faith Doftor Champney) tc 
have beene a lawfull husband , becauſe he had a woman 
and divers children. Secondly (ſaith Maſon) Barlowe w: 
acknowledged, and obeyed as a Biſhop. So were Ridley 
Hooper, Farrer, and others, during the time they held th”. 
roomes of Biſhops in King Edward the VI, time, and ye 
were they judged (as we have ſeen before) by both ſpui = 


ruall, and temporall Court , not to have beene conſecr: bo 
ted, | 
18 Sccing therefore no Records of Maſter Barlow ay | 
conſecration do appeare , and that we have no reaſon taff. "I 
believe they periſhed by fire, or other extraordinary acci 
dent, happening to the Metropolitanes, and all other Re 
viſters, how can he be judged to have beene truly conſe > 
crated? Eſpecially ſecing (as Maſter Majoz faith ) the Re is 
viſter of Cranmer beare record of Maſter Barlowes prefer bef; 
ment to the Priory of Biſkame, of his cle&ion to the Bi p 9 
ſhoprick of Saint Aſafh , and of the conſirmation of thi be | 
ſame; how is it therefore poſſible that his conſecratior 2. 
(if everit had beene ) ſhould not be found likewiſe ref 
corded? But the truth is , that Barlowe , as moſt of thi vooy 
Clergy of England in thoſe times, were Puritans, and i 
clined to Zuinglianiſme; therefore they contemned, an 
rejected Conſecration as a rag of Rome, and were co 2 
tent with the extraordinary calling of God, and the Spi 4 
rit, as all other Churches are, who pretend Reformatio q | 
Neither is it credible that there was any other conſecration, . he 
of tarker, and his Camerades, but that which paſſed at th ce L 
Nags-head, For if there were, lohn Stow would not co os 
cealcit in his Annals, who is ſo diligent in ſetting dow! Ny 
all that paſſed, inand about London, eſpecially concer | & 
ing Maſtcr Parker, to whom he profeſleth love, and re 'Y» 
ſpect ; therefore he would not omit his conſecration, iÞ_ | 
it were for his advantage to have it publiſhed; he havin 
related the conſecration of Cardinall Foole (Parkers imme tim 
diate Predeceſlor ) with ſo many particulars, This do iend, 
confirme Doftor Champneys and Maſter Conſtables telly - ,* 
mony concerning Stow his acknowledging by word nc 
mouth to many perſoas , that the ſtory of the Nags-he 
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h and Hereſie. Chap. II. 19 
| Was very true, and that Parker had no other Ordination. 
Ki 19 But what then muſt be ſaid of Maſter Maſons Re» 
w cors ? Its no want of charity, to judge they were for- 

ged;* becauſe' they who make no conſcience to fallifie 
Scripture, will forge Records. How notoriouſly the En- 
""Yelich Clergy falſificd Scripture, is demonſtrated by Grego« 
T6 ry Mar:#n, inalcarned Booke, intitled , 4 Di/covery of the 
anifeld corruptions eye. Its little judgement, or much paſ- 
{lion to thinke, that Miſter Maſons Records arc not for- 
ped; for, if they were true, how could they be concealed 
| [from Catholicks, and Proteſtant the ſpace of 50. yeares ; 
he knowledge of them being ſo neceſſary for to deter- 


- mine the controverlie of Proteſtant Ord:nation. Its want 
ar ff charity, and judgement, to thinke that all the Engliſh 
by atholick Doors would charge the Proteſtant Clergy 
fo ith nullitic of Conſecration without ground. Stapleton, 
", Harding, Briſtow, and others, ho did forſake all atho. 
c..mes for conſcience ſake, did ſurely examine the buſineſle 
, before they publiſhed to the world inprint the nullitic of 


th] Parkers Ordination, and charged him, and all the reſt of 
. {being unſent, uncalled, unconſecrated, and thereby enga- 
-_ ging poſteritic to commit ſo many damnable ſacrileges1n 
, (cordaining thoſe who had beene already valioly ordained. 
ill 29 Maſter Ma{ nin his ſecond Edition endeavours to 
Þnſiver ſome of the exceptions. here mentione-1 againſt his 
© Records, as alſq barlowe, an1 Parkers Conſecration. But 
on. þ'vly he brings nothing thar can ſatisfie any prudent, and 
PP 'Bndiffcrent perſon. He proves that Parker was conſecra- 
ial ed at Lambeth, and not at the Nags head; becaule the 
oh Right Honourable Charles Howard Earle of Nottingham 
faith Maſon) told a friend of his (not name.|)in the yearc 
616. that he yas invited to Parkers confecration at Lam- 
«rnf*77> and that he was preſent at the banquer thereof. This 
J x: tory, though it were true, onely proves, that there ywasa 
Wa 200d dinner at Lambeth.w hich might very well be to con- 
jw cale the ſhamefull conſecration at the Nags-head. Belſi- 
 Yes,, we mult take the Earles friend word for the Earles 
10;fftimony ; and Maſter Maſons word for this anonymous 
reſt iends teſtimony. We bring more then one to witneſle 
a >& f the Nags-head conſecration, not onely Maſter Neale,and 
p.Þ*ber Catholicks preſent thereat , men of learning, and 
: ature judgement; but alſo 7ohn Stow a Protcitant: all 
- B z of thera 
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of them knew how to diſtinguith betweene an Epiſcop 
Conlecration, anda banquet. This teſtimony of Maſt 
Neale, and other Catholicks, who-were preſent (as Maſty, 
Conſtable affirmes) wer c notdelivercd to one onely frient 
's as that of Nottingham, but to many vertuous Prieſts 
F communicated the whale ſtory to Holiwood , Champ 
'F - Parſons, Fitzſimons, and many others, all men of know: 
| Integritic, who publiſted it to the world in print. Tt 
Prieſts and Jcſuits to whom the Records were knovne 
| King lames his time,proteſted againſt them as forged,a 
unprobable, as appeareth by the teſtimony of men yet | 
| Ving, whoſe honeſtic can not be called in queſtion: an. 
Father Faireklorh himſclte, one of the impriloned Jeſuit, 
teſtified ſo much to many, by word of mouth, and in, 
ting, Soe that its ſtrange hoy ſome Proteſtants have gþ,,,, 
ven out ſo confidemly the contrary: and how they eh, | 
þ.44 deavour to make this ſo well graunded ſtory a meere i&;,,, 
I'S ble; and thereby call ſo many perſons of much mop, , 
| learning, vertue, and prudence then them(elyes, fooles ſhe { 
knaves, | epa 
21 Maſter Msſon doth alſo endeavour to prove , tie, 
Barlowe yz as conſecrated Biſhop in Henry the VIIL reighſg y1, 
becauſe (quoth Maſon) hcfatc in Parhament, and wasfg, 
poſſeſſion of the temporalities, But Henry the VIILLY;. þ, 
ters Patents whereby he was inſtalled in the temporalit} ,, 
of his Biſhoprick, y, hich Maſon himſelte cites, makes og;qe., 
ly mention of his Acceprarion, and Confirmation, but nof}a+ j 
of his Conſecration. Why ſhould this laſt be omitted ,þer 
he were really conſecrated, and thetwo furſt mentione. Co 
If he was inſtalled in his temporalities not being confi1; of 
crated , he mightalſo ſit in Parhament without conſect,, 
tion. As for the pretended exaQneſle of the Engliſh I. ,, 
<ords, and the authentick Copies of every Biſhops Coſjero 
ſecration, not onely in the Archbiſhops Regiſters, butſ;ger, 
ſd in the Chancery, and other Courts , and Biſhoprick... | 
I | (which is the onely ground whereby the Proteſtant Cq1is 
Wu: | gy do nojy endeavour to make credible the new Recorfe.q 
'F1 and Parkers Ordination at i amvberh) in calc all this fhoſſ,,. 
be granted as true , it doth rather prejudice, then.m: any: 
taine their cauſe : becauſe it proveth as much againit Sþ 21 
.lowe, as it ſcemes to favour Parker, For, if the exaQnchiy.. 
and multiplicity of Records concerning every Biſhe 
£0 
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onſecration, doth demonſtrate (as they pretend ) their 
OPFYot being counterfcited; it being morally impoſſible to 
ounterfeit ſo many hands, and teſtimonies ; how is it 
oſſible that no Copies of Barlowes conſecration do ap- 
care in any Court, or Biſhoprick of England ? Yet Ma- 
er Maſon objeds that Gardiner his Conſecration doth 
ot appeare inany Recards that ever he could ſee, and 
owt we hold him to be a truc Biſhop. Therefore we ought 
JÞ believe the ſame of Barlowe, though his Conſecfation 
\NC Ye not regiſtred. To this I anſiver firſt, that its very like, 
»MKUaſter Ma/ox did not trouble himſelfe ſo much with ſeek- 
ct 'Þng after Gardiners conſecration, as after Barlowes ; becau- 
* XF One did not import him as much as the other. But in 
-"MlJaſc Gardiners Ordination vere as neceſfary for the valid 
aWTLonſecration of the Roman Catholick Church , - as Bar 
VE Þþwes, and Parkers are for the Enghſh Proteſtant Church: 
*Y ny ſecond an{yer is, that if (att circumſtances conſidered) 
TE 'ardiners Conſecration yyere as doubtfull as Barlowes,and 
MF arkers, we Roman Catholicks would take to our ſelves 
les fhe ame ad vice, we give Engliſh Proteſtants; thatis, to 
epaire with all fpeed to ſome other Church of undoubted 
> MiClergy. If not, they are guilty of the loſſe of theirowne®” 
ciSJoulcs, for venturing ſo raſhly ( being forewarned ) to 
va35Fommir ſo many, and ſo great facrileges againſt God, and 
. Lis holy Sacraments. 
alitfÞ 22 But as tothe impoſſibility of forging ſo many Re- 
5Olfiſters ; incaſe there be ſamany, it is eaſily anſwered, 
TDAFhatit isno more”, then that the Conſecrator, and other 
*perſons concerned, ſhould have conſpired to give in, a fal- 
onthe Certificat, that the Conſecration was n/a with 
cOnll dueceremonies, and rites; and thereby deceive the 
<Lourts, or make them diſlſcemble: and this 15 a thing mo- 
h 1 poſſible, and probable, then that all the Proteſtane 
 COElergy thauld have conſpired not to produce the ſaidRe- 
but; ers when they were ſo hardly preft by their adyerſa- 
TicYcs. Or that ſo many Catholicks ſhould have becne fo 
CLÞoliſh to invent , and maintaine the ſtory of the Nags- 
COlfiead in ſuch time, when if it had beene falſe, they might 
OYave beene convinced by thouſand witneſſes. Or that ſo 
Mihany:grave and learned Divines, who for conſcience ſake 
& B-f all,. ſhould withourfeare of damnation ingagethem- 


NFlves, and poſtcrity, in damnable ſacaileges, by occalion- 
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22 ATreatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, 

ing ſo many facrilegious reordinations upon. their charſog 
ging Proteſtants with no Ordination : no moderate ang, 
prudent man can ſuſpe& that ſuch perſons ſhould damngor 
their ſoules out of meere ſpight againſt the Church ofoy 
EnglandgpIf we Catholicks did reordaine the Proteſtanhis 
Minifters upon title of their herefic , and not of theifac 
knowne invalidity, we ſl.ouid alſo reordaine the Greciaque 


Prieſts, which is notoriouſly againſt our pratiſe, and Teny 


nets: ſn ſo much that we hoJd our ſelves obliged to exaþo! 
mine with all diligence, whether there bc any probabilitgr: 
of the perſon having received valid orders; and findinqiet 
but any probable appearance thereot, the practiſe is, anqar 
hath beene for diverſe ages, to give orders not a6ſolutelyſe P 
but conditionally ; whereas it is notorious that all our Enh C 
Sliſh Miniſters who atter their converſion have beene maac 
de Prieſts, received their Orders in abſolute termes with{ 2 
out any condition adjoyncd, in the ſame manner which wFric 
uſe in ordaining meere laymen. ri 

23 Letus go one ſtep further with our Proteſtant Clerpr \ 
2y, and ſuppoſe that their firſt Biihops were ordained byro 
Catholicks, we reſerve yet another nullitic in ſtore foþar 


 theirconſecratian, And to wave many doubts that mighCh 


be moved concerning the matter of their Ordination, whe 
will onely ſpeake of the forme, or words preſcribed in th£h, 
Proteſtant Rituall, It is a knowne principle common tqing 
both Proteſtants, and Catholicks, that in the forme of Orflot 
dination there muſt be ſome ;vord cxpreſling the authoriptf ] 
ty, and power given to the perſon ordained; the intenſece 
tion of the Ordainer expreſſed by generall words, indifftqo « 
rent, and appliablero all , or divers degrees of holy Opac: 
ders, is not ſufficient to make one a Prieſt, or a Bithoppf c 
As for example, Receive the holy Ghoſt, thele words beinBoc 
indifferent to Prieſthood , and Epiſcopacy , and uſed iEhy 
both Ordinations, are not ſufficiently expreſſive of eithqho 
in particular; unleſſe Proteſtants will now at length proſCh« 
feſle themliclyes Presbyterians, making no diſtintion bqo c 
tweene Prieſts, and Biſhops; but thc y are as farre fronhy 
that, as we Catholicks. In the words, or forme wherebpap 
Protcſtants ordaine Biſhops, there is not one woru c al 
prefling Epiſcopall power , and authority, The forme poy 
this: Take the holy Ghoft, and remember that thou ſtirre frat 
the grace of God, which is in thee by impeſutions of hands y Jong 
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charhod hath not given «« the ſpirit of feare, but of power, and lo- 
te an, and ſoberneſſe. The grace of God is given by impoli- 
damnyon of hands in all holy Orders , as alſo the ſpirit of 
rch ofo;yer, love, and ſobernefſſe. There is not one word in 
eſtanhhis forme expreſling the difference, and power ob Epiſco- 
_ theifacy. Let Proteſtants ſearch all Catholick Rituals not 
reciajuely of the Weſt , but of the Eaſt ; they will not finde 
d Tety one forme of conſecrating Biſhops, that hath not the 
o cxaford Biſhop in it, or ſome others cxpreſling the particu- 
abilitpr authority, and power of a Biſhop, diſtin from all 0- 
ndinqher degrees of holy Orders. See /oannes Morinus in his 
s, anEarned Commentaries De ſacres Eccleſie Ordinions, printed 
lutelyjr Paris an. 1655 who ſets downe the ancient formes both 
ur En Greeke and Latin, as well of Prieſthood, as of Epiſco- 
1c maſacy, | 
with} 24 The forme, or words whereby men are made 
ch wFrieſts, muſt exprefle authority; , and power to conſecrate, 
r make preſent Chri/ts Body, and Bloud: whether with, 
Clerpr without Tranſubſtantiation , is not our preſent Con- 
cd b roverſy with Proteſtants, bur onely whether their forme 
re fi ur words expreſſing authority , and power to make 
mighChriſts Body truly preſent, See the forme of Priefthood 
n, whiſcd by the Engliſh Clergy ſer downe by me in the firſt 
inthEhap.aum.1io. and you will not finde one word expret- 
on tſing this power , and authority. Receive the huly Gho#t , 
f Orfloth not involve it, becauſe its uſed in the conſecration 
thoripf Biſhops, who woul4 be reordained Prieſts when they 
nterſeceive Epiſcopall Order, if the ſaid words include power 
diffqo conſccrate Chriits Body. To diepenſe, or mmiſter the 
ly Ochacraments come farre ſhort of the power , and authority 
ſhoppf conſecrating the elements, or making preſent Chriſts 
bein Body : Deacons did miniſter , and diſpenſe the Body of 
ſed iEhrift to the people in ancient times, but were never 
eithqhouht to have power, and authority of conſecrating. 
1 proChe power of remitting ſinnes doth not include power 
n beſo conſecrate , or make preſent the Body and Bloud of 
fronhrift; for, every layman hath po;yer to remit ſinnes by 
crebpaptizing, an1 no layman hath power to conſecrate, or 
ru exmake preſent Chriſts Body. Therefore words giving 
me Þþower to remit ſinnes, doth not include power to conſe- 
rre #rateall Sacraments ordained for remiſſion of ſinnes, as 
> flome Proteſtants endeayour to make the iBnorant believe. 
Ge B 4 In all 
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24 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholich Faith, 
In all formes of ordaining Prieſts that ever were uſd irho' c 
the Eaſterne, or Weſternc Church, is expreſly ſet downqan « 
the word Prieſt, or ſome other words ts the parſup 
ticular, and proper funQtion, and authority of PrieſthoodJupe 
If any States, or Countrey ſhould ay, We chooſe ſuch 4 : 
perſon to be King, in the word King is ſufficiently expre{JEng 
ſedall Kingly power, and authority, Therefore the Gre{all 
cians uſing the word Prieft, or Bithop in their formes, dof/sn; 
ſufficiently expreſle the reſpeive power of every Order{bi// 
25 The true reaſon why the Engliſh forme of makingpnar 
Prieſts, and Biſhops, is ſo notorioutly deficient, and invayeyst 
lid, is, becauſe it was made in King Edward the VI. his tiqdif 
me, when Zuinglianiſine, and Puritans did prevaile in thqayw 
Engliſh Church ; the reall preſence was not believed byſter 
them of the Clergy who bore ſway , therefore they diJis f 
not put in the forme of Prieſthood any word expreſſing wh 
authority, apd power to make Chrifts Body preſent. The 
held Epiſcopacy, and Prieſthood to be one, and the ſamq lar 
thing; therefore in the forme of making Biſhops, the 
put not one word epreſling Epiſcopall fun&ion, onel 
ſome general] termes that might ſceme ſufficient to give 
them authority to enjoy the temporalitics and Biſhop 
ricks, This is alſo the true reaſon why Parker, and his 
Collegues were content with the Nags-head conſecration, 
and why others recurred to extraordinary vocation in 
Queene Elizabeths time. Its very credible, that if Maſter Ec 
Land had'found ſuccefle in his firſt attempts, he would in te 
time reforme the forme of the Engliſh Ordination , and| or 
thruſt-in ſome words expreſſing the power of Prieſts, and it 
Biſhops ; ſeeing he, and others of the Proteſtant Clergy off ta; 
late, did differ ſo much in opinion concerning Prieſthood, ce 
and Epiſcopacy,from thoſe who lived in King Edward the th 
VI. time, and in the beginning of Queene Elzabeths reig- de 
ne. He could not miſle with ix Prelats, and ſix other men} it: 
learned in Gods Law, whereof the greater number might] lic 
deviſe as warrantable a forme of making Biſhops , and] C' 
Priefts, as was deviſed by the ſame numbet in King| ſt 
Edwards time. Yetall had beene in vaine, becauſe neither | de 
Maſter Land himſelfe , noreany of the reſt then living ,] C 
could conſecrare others, eveh with the Catholick forme, de 
ſceing none of them all had valid Ordination, as hath} d 
beene demonſtrated, Therefore it was thought expedient] pi 
to Cover 
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ſed iro cover the want of the reality of true Ordination, with 
lownean exterior formality of long cloakes, and ſurpliſes, and 
< parſupply the want of Sacrifice with croſles, and candleſticks' 
hoodfupon the Altars. 
uch 4 26 Maſter Maſon commends much the Wiſdome of the 
xpre{JEngliſh Church that ſo diſcreetly , and religiouſly pared away 
 GreJall ſuperfluous Ceremonies in Ordination : and faith, it was 4 
's, dolſngular priviledge of Maſter Parker, that being the 70.-Arch- 
der biſhop after Saint Auſtin the Apoſtle of England, yet of all that 
akinghnumber he vas the onely manthat received Conſecration With« 
invayeys the Popes Bulls, and ſuperfluous Aaronicall ornaments. How 
us tiqdiſcreet , and religious the Engliſh Church was in paring 
nthqayyay pretended ſuperfluities in Ordination,can not be de- 
ed by[termined by Maſter Maſon, untill he makes appeare that all 
y diJis ſuperfluous in that kinde which he , and the Puritans, 
flingwho made the Engliſh Rituall in King Edward the VI. ti- 
They me, fancied rs It is not the part of any particu- 
ſame lar Church to pare away any thing that hath beene delive.- 
they] red to them by antiquity to be obſerved. —_ ſome 
"Mnely} words have beene added to ancient formes of Ordination, 
give for their greater explanation, or ſolemnity, yet none were 
hop ever ſo raſh, as to pare away any , eſpecially thoſe that 
d his] ſeemed to ſignific the power , and authority intended by 
1on,| the Ordainer. 
n inf 27 To conclude this matter , I fay with Saint Ierome: 
after] Eccleſia non eft que non habet Sacerdotem. How can the Pro. 
Id inf teſtant Church be the true Church, ſeeing it hath not any 
and| one Prieſt, or Biſhop? Though it were not evident that 
and] it hath no valid Ordination, yet ſo many manifeſt uncer- 
y of tainties, and doubts,as themſelves muſt acknowledge con- 
od, cerning their Ordination, doth demonſtrate the nullitic of 
theſ their Church. For if there remaine but one ſolid, and pru- 
cig-| dent doubt of the validity of Ordination of any Church, 
nen| its impoſſible it ſhould be the true Catholick,and Apoſto- 
ghtf lick : becauſe a doubtfull Clergy makes a doubtfull 
and] Church; and a doubtfull Church is no Church, The firſt 
ing[ ſtep to Chriſtian, acid Catholick beliefe, is the well groun- 
her| ded credibility , excluding all prudent doubts, of thar 
ng ,| Church whereof we are members ; if we have any pru- 
me,j dent ground to doubt of the Clergy, ye have the ſame to 
ath} doubr of our Church, and of the Faith, or Dorine pro. 
ent] poſed by its teſtimony : and the true Faith admits of no 
ver ſuch 


a 
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ſuch doubts. Therefore Proteſtants before they can pru- ky 


dently believe to have true Faith, or bein the Catholick, 
mult clearc all the doubts heretofore objeRted againſt 
their Ordination, which I will briefly ſumme up. 

28 Firſt they muſt prove clearly , that the ſtory of the 
Nags-head was afable,and conſequently that Maſter Neale, 
and the other Catholicks, who ſaid they were eye-witne- 
ſes of what paſſed, were impudent Impoſtors, and content 
to be convitted as ſuchin the ſame place, and time that 
they invented ſopalpable alye. Secondly,they muſt make 
appeare evidently , that all the Catholicks of that time, 
both Biſhops, Prieſts, and others, who believed Maſter 
Neale, and ſuffered much for conſcience , were all runne 
mad, becauſe they believed ſo great a foppery; or if they 
did not believe him, they were moſt wicked, and ſacri- 
legeous perſons, to engage poſterity by their relation and 
teltimony, to reordaine the Proceiant Clergy. Thirdly, 
they mult demonſtrate , that all the firſt Proteſtant Bi- 
ſhops, and others conſecrated by them, did conſpire, not 
to contradidt the ſtory of the Nagshead, and their owne 
invalid conſecration , for the ſpace of fifty ani odde yea- 
res, to the great diſcredit of themſelves, and their whole 
Church: whereas they might eaſily ſtop their adverſaries 
mourhs, by producing witneſſes, and Records of the pre- 
tended folemne Congregation at Lambeth, being ſo often 
demanded in printed Bookes, by whom , and hoy were 
they ordained ? Fourthly, it muſt be made appeare to the 
world, that Bancroft Biſhop of London, could be igno- 
rant of the publick Regiſters of Parkers Ordination at 
Lambeth, himſclfe being ſo much concerned in it, and in 
the knowledge of it: if he were not ignorant of the pu- 
blick Regiſters, why did he anſiver fo fondly, and contrary 

to the very Proteſtant principles, that a Prieſt might or- 
daine Biſhops incale of neceſſity ? Fifthly, it muſt bema- 
nifeſtly proved, that not onely Bancroft was ignorant of 
the publick Regiſters, but that all the Biſhops of England, 
who were preſent in the late Parliament, knew nothing of 
them; whereas Doftor Morton pretended Biſhop of Dur- 
ham, affirmed publikely in the upper Houſe, that the firſt 
Proteftant Biſhops were conſecrateq at the Nags-bead. 
This anſiyer all the reſt approved by thcir ſilence, and were 
glad to hayethat retiring place againſt the I 
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ho proved clearly , that they were not conſecrated at 

ambeth, as Maſter Ma/rnpietends. ' But if Doftor Mor. 

on. and the uſt of the Biſhops knew any thing of Maſons 

ooke, and Regiſters, as infallibly they did , why did not 

hey ſtick to that ? This proves evidently , that none of 
them did give credit to Ma/ons new found Regiſters. : 
29 Sixthly, ſuppoſing Maſter Maſons forged Records 
zvere true, it muſt be made cleare that there was in their 
O:dination a competent number of true Biſhops,and con- 
ſequently that the Biſhops of Edward the VI. were validly 
coniccrated, notwithſtanding the Declaration of the con- 
trary by publick As, and ſentences in Queene Maryes 
reigne. Scventhly, if there was not a comperent number 
of rrue Biſhops, whether in the beginning of Queene Elz- 
zabeths reigne there ,-as any ſuch neceſſity as Proteſtants 
pretended, having then in England 14. Catholick and true 
Biſhops. Eighthly , it muſt be made appeare that Barlowe 
was conſecrated, who y\ as the principall Conſecrator of 
Parker , for if he were, ho\y is it poſſible that in all the 
Regiſters of England,and W ales, ti ere ſhould be no men». 
tion of his Conſecration? Laſtly, it muſt be proved clear- 
ly, that tie forme ulcd inthe ordaining of Proteſtant Mi- 
niſters, and Biſhops, is valid. It will be a very hard taske- 
to cleare all theſe doubts, and exceptions How unfortus 
nately was Charles the Firſt, late King of England, miſin- 
formed in matter of his Biſhops, and Clergy, What ſcru+ 
ple could he have had, if he had knoy, ne the truth, to give 
way to the Parlizment, to pull doyne Parliament Biſhops ; 
who were fo farre from being 4e lure Divino , that they 
were not ſo much as de ure Eccleſraſlico, 

30 And thus much 1 thought fit to produce at the pre- 
ſent in confutation of what either hath, or may be ſaid in 
behalfe of the Engliſh Proteſtant Clergy, and report me to 
the judgement of the impartiall Reader, how much he 
ought to rely upon their miniſtery , that by ſo many titles 
is proyed to be null. But though any perſon ſhould not be 
convinced of the nullitie of their Ordination, he can not 
but harbour a prudent doubr thereof, there being ſo evi- 
dent reaſons, and motives for it, as have bcene ſer doywne 
in this Chapter. Noy/ , to reecive the Sacraments from 
Prieſts of !o doubtfull authority , is without all doubt a, 
damnable lacrilege , it-being a ting in the higheſt —_ 
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26 ATreatiſe of the Nature of Catholich, Faith, 
ſuch doubts. Therefore Proteſtants before they can pru- 
dently believe to have true Faith, or bein the Catholick, 
muſt cleare all the doubts heretofore objefed againſt 
their Ordination, which I will briefly ſumme up. 

28 Firlt they muſt prove clearly, that the ſtory of the 
Nags-head was afable,and conſequently that Maſter Neale, 
and the other Catholicks, who ſaid they were eye-witnc(- 
ſes of what paſſed, were impudent Impoſtors, and content 
to be convidted as ſuchin the ſame place, and time that 
they invented ſo palpable alye, Secondly,they muſt make 
appeare evidently , that all the Catholicks of that time, 
both Biſhops, Prieſts, and others, who believed Maſter 
Neale, and ſuffered much for conſcience , were all runne 


mad, becauſe they believed ſo great a foppery; or if they 


did not believe him, they were moſt wicked , and ſacri- 
legeous perſons, to engage poſterity by their relation and 
teltimony, to reordaine the "rk" Hat Clergy. Thirdly, 
they mult demonſtrate , that all the firſt Proteſtant Bi- 
ſhops, and others conſecrated by them, did conſpire, not 
to contradi@ the ſtory of the Nags-head, and their owne 
invalid conſecration , for the ſpace of fifty ani odde yea- 
res, to the great diſcredit of themſelves, and their whole 
Church: whereas they might eaſily ſtop their adverſaries 
mouths, by producing witneſſes, and Records of the pre- 
tended folemne Congregation at Lambeth, being ſo often 
demanded in printed Bookes, by whom , and howyere 
they ordained ? Fourthly, it muſt be made appeare tothe 
world, that Bancroft Biſhop of London, could be igno- 
rant of the publick Regiſters of Parkers Ordination at 
Lambeth, himſelfe being ſo much concerned in it, and in 
the knozyledge of it: if he were not ignorant of the pu- 
blick Regiſters, why did he anſiver fo fondly, and contrary 
to the very Proteſtant principles, that a Prieſt might or- 
daine Biſhops in calc of neceſſity ? Fifthly, it muſt be ma- 
nifcſtly proved, that not onely Bancroft was ignorant of 
the publick Regiſters, but that all the Biſhops of England, 
who were preſcntin the late Parliament, knew nothing of 
them; whereas Doftor Morton pretended Biſhop of Dur- 
ham, affirmed publikely in the upper Houſe, that the firſt 
Proteftant Biſhops were conſecrated at the Nags-bead. 
This anſiyer all the reſt approved by their ſilence,and were 
glad to hayethat retiring place againſt the ey 
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who proved clearly, that they were not conſecrated at 
Lambeth, as Maſter Ma/ea pretends. ' But if Doftor Mor. 
ton. and the 1c ſt of the Biſhops knew any thing of Maſons 
Booke, and Regiſters, as ifallibly they did , why did not 
they ſtick to thar ? This proves evidently , that none of 
them did give credit to Ma/oas new found Regiſters. 

29 Sixthly, ſuppoſing Maſter Maſons forged Records 
were true, it muſt be made cleare that there was in their 
O1dination a competent number of true Biſhops,and con- 
ſequently that the Biſhops of Edward the VI. yere validly 
coniccrated, noty\ ithſtanding the Declaration of the con- 
trary by publick As, and ſentences in Queene Maryes 
reigne. Scventhly, if there was not a comperent number 
of rrue Biſhops, whether in the beginning of Queene Els. 
zabeths reigne there ,.as any ſuch neceſſity as Proteſtants 


pretended, having then in England 14. Catholick and true 


Biſhops. Eighthly , it muſt be made appeare that Barlowe 

was conſecrated, who y\ as the principal Conſecrator of 
Parker , for if he were, hoy is it poſlible that in all the 

Regiſters of England,and W ales, t::ere ſhould be no men» 
tion of his Conſecration? Laſtly, it muſt be proved cleare 

ly, that tie forme ulcd inthe ordaining of Proteſtant Mi- 

niſters, and Biſhops, is valid. It will be a very hard taske 
to cleare all theſe doubts, and exceptions How unfortus 

nately was Charles the Firſt, late King of England, miſin- 

formed in matter of his Biſhops, and Clergy, What ſcru» 
ple could he have had, if he had knoy; ne the truth,to give 

way to the Parliament, to pull doyne Parliament Biſhops ; 

who were fo farre from being 4e lure Divino , that they 

were not ſo much as de 1ure Eccleſraſlico, 

30 And thus much 1 thought fit to produce at the pre- 
ſent in confutation of what cither hath, or may be ſaid in 
behalfe of the Engliſh Proteſtant Clergy, and report me to 
the judgement of the impartiall Reader, how much he 
ought to rely upon their miniſtery , that by ſo many titles 
is proyed to be null. But though any perſon ſhould not be 
convinced of the nullitie of their Ordination, he can not 
but harbour a prudent doubr thereof, there being lo evis- 
dent reaſons, and motives for it, as have bcene ſer downe 
in this Chapter. Noy/ , to reecive the Sacraments from 
Pricits of !o doubtfull authority, is without all doubt a 
damnablc lacrilege , it being a ttng in the higheſt degree 

| | againſt 
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a A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholich Faith, 

againſt the light of reaſon, and the rules of Faith to expoſe 
to ſo-manifcit hazard the reverence of the Sacraments, 
and the remedy of our ſoules. It is time now to paſſe from 
the hiſtoricall relation of the introduQtion of a new found 
Hereſic, and the intruſion of a ney faſhioned Clergy,to a 
more ſtri&, and Scholaſticall examination of the nature of 
Herelie, and Catholick Faith. 7 


CnavPe Ill. 
Of Herefze. 


x =Q, Eforc Proteſtancy be compared with Hereſie, 


its neceſſary. to declare what Herefic is. Catho- | 


lick Divines commonly define it to be an obſti- 
nate errour againſt any Dofrine of the Catho- 
lick Church, But becauſe Proteſtants do not 
agree' with-us' in determining what the Catholick Church 


is; that we may not be engaged in a new diſpute, before | 


we explaine what we have in hand, I thought fit to defi- 
ne Hereſie in ſuch a fort, that the definition may ſeeme in- 
different to all Chriſtians, and ſuppoſe, or beg nothing to 
favour Catholicks, or condemne Proteſtants, becauſe if ad- 
verfarics agree not in-ſome principles, they can not come 
to an iſſue ro end the Controverlies. 

2 The definition is this: Hereſte #s an 0b//inate errouv a- 


gainſs the VVord of God , or the true ſenſe thereof ſufficiently 


propoſed as Divine Revelation, How ſhall it be knowne 
when any verity is ſufficiently propoſed as Divine Reve- 


lation? ' The barc word , or teſtimony of men doth not | 


ſeeme tobe a ſufficient propoſall of Gods revealed truths: 
becaule every Se give their word, and teſtimony, in fa- 
vour' of their owne Religion; affuring us that God re- 
vealed the dodrine, and interpretation of Scripture hich 
they: follo:y. And yet the contrary is evident ; ſecing God 
can not reyeale the contradiftions, nonſence, and contra- | 
* ry Tenets which are _ in ſo contrary Religions, 
Therefore the teſtimony of men, if not confirmed by ſo- 
me ſupernatural ſigne, or miracle, can not be a ſufficient 
propofall.of Divine Revelation. 
3: But:if any Dodrine be teſtified by lawfull wh 
: ! tobe 
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and Herefie, Chap. TIT. 39 
to be Divine Reyclation, and their teſtimony be confir. 
med by miracles, all men are bound to believe that the 
faid Dotrine yas revealed by God. This is the reaſon 
why the perfidious Jewes did ſinne grievouſly in nor bee 
lieving the Dotrine of Chriſt , being confirmed with ſo 


many-cvident miracles, It is not neceſlary every perſon 


| ſee a miracle, that the true Faith, and Doftrine of the Ca- 


tholick Church be ſufficiently propoſed to him as Divine 
Revelation; its enough that lh not prudently deny,or 
doubt,that miracles have becne wrought in confirmation 
of the Do&rine propoſed, Chriſts Dofrine v, 3s tufh- 
ciently propoſed as Divine to many Jewes, 4 ho were nat 
preſent at his miracles; its enough they y.ere credibly ce- 
ported, Saint Auguſtine proved that miracles were 


- wrought in confirmation of Chriſtian Religion by this in- 


genious Dilemma. Either the world believing ſuch ſtran- 
gc, and improbable things ( to human ſenſe). as our Faith 


{ teacheth ; and ſo contrary to our naturall inclinations; did 
| ſcethem confirmed by miracles, or no. If they did ſee mi- 
{ racles,we have our intent. If they did believe withour ſee. 
' ing any miracle, we have our intent alſo; becauſe that 


very beliefe is the greateſt of all mitacles : for how is it 

oflible that ſober, and wiſe. men ſlould be ſo mad, as to 
Þlieve , and embrace a new and ſtrange DoArine , ſo re» 
pugnant to their ſenſes, and contrary to their liberty, and 
naturall inclinations, if they had 4 Sacks wrought upon 
by ſome ſupernaturall power, and ſignes ? In cne word 
therefore we may conclude, that onely Faith, or Dofrine 
is ſufficiently propoſed as Divine Revelation, which is 
not onely propoſed as ſych by the teſtimony of a Church, 
but of ſuch a Church whoſe teſtimony hath beene con. 
firmed by unqueſtionable miracles, either ſeen by the be- 
liever, or at leaſt fo credibly.reported to.him by the xeſti- 
mony of honeſt, and learned; men, that it were want of 
prudence in any perſon whoſoever, to —_— truth,and 


| Lufficicacy of ſuch a teſtimony, and prope 


Cnar. 


Jo 4 Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, 
| 4 CHar, IV. 
l | Te what doth the obſlinacy of Herefie conſiſt 2 


| ; . jud 
x Here was never any Heretick ſo madly obſti-] in 
bh nate, as to give God the lye to his face,andi 


J plaine termes; all Seftaries acknog; ledge him, ny 
7 | to be Truth it ſelfe, and therefore not capa- h 
in 


obſtinacy of Hereticks is againſt Gods veritics,not as they 
are uttered immediatly by himſelfe , but as they are pro- 
Poſed by his Church. If God himſelfe 1; ere pleaſed to 
'l ' ſpeake immediatly to men, in ſuch a manner, that it were 
= *evident, and clcare to them , the yerds; and ſenſe which 
| the Church propoſeth,* were diftated by himſelfe , we! 
ſhould be little troubled with Herelics , none would be. 
obſtinate All the obſtinacy of Hereticks proceeds from 
the difficulty they fine 1n believing that God dorh ſpeak, By 
or declare his ſenſe by the Church: this once granted, our wh 
underſtanding hath no difficulty to 'ubmit by an implicite | 
Faith to whatſoever the Church propoſeth as Gods Revye- |” 
lation, or Word. | ey wn 
2 Againſt cleare evidence there can be no obſtinacy ; 
the objc& of it muſt be involyed in ſome ob(curity,othere 
wiſe the will (which is the ſource of obſtinacy) could - 4 
maſter the unſtanding. He who denyes what is cleare,and | 
evident, is more mad, then obſtinate, There 1s nothing | 
more generally acknowledged, or more cleate , and evi- lai 
dent to the underſtand ng of all Chriſtians, then this pro- lt 
c 


| 

| | ble of deceiving , or of being deceived. Thef; 
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poſition, If God ſard, or meant any thing tits very true. The 
obſtinacy therefore of Hereticks , dota not conteſt with 
this clearc, and confeſſcd truth : it onely doubteth, or de- 
nyeth, that God ſaid, or meant any ſuch thing as the 


z 
i 4 


i 
| Church pretends; but no Heretick ever denyed,or doub- I 
; ted, but that if God meant, or ſaid Yohat the Church pretends, - 
| it muſt be 1: ue, ; 

3 The difference therefore betwcene an Heretick, and a | h: 
; Catholick, is not, that the Heretick denyes , or doubts, all | | 
; that to be true which he thinks God revealed , or meant; }: 
| but the difference conſiſts in this, that the Heretick con 
obſti- } 


and Herefie, Chap. IV. zk 
bſtinatly deny, or doubt, that God ſaid, or meant what 
he Church propoſeth as Divine Revelation ; and the Ca» 
holick doth firmely believe, he did ſay, and meane, 
hatſoeyer the Church propoſeth as revealed. The Here- 
> lick believes what the Church propoſeth , onely conditio+ 
pally , If God revealed #tz reſerving to his owne priyate 
obſti- udgement (or to that of his firſt Patriarchs, Luther, Cal. 
in, C hillingworth &c.) the deciſion of this controvyerſie, 
Vhether God revealed it, orno? But che Catholick belic. 
es abſolutely , and doubts not but God revealed what the 
hurch propoſethas reyealed, ſubmitting his judgement 
in matters of Faith) to whatſocyer the Church doth de- 
nc, or declare, 
4 tol, 4 The obftinacy of Hereſie may be ell compared to 
_ he obſtinacy of Rebelliow , Hereſie being indeed a Rebel- 
hich 1191 of private, and proper judgement againſt Gods au- 
we Fhonty, and veracity appearing ſufficiently in his Church, 
4 be 2 ot the caſe that a Province of Spaine, or France did re- 
tom JR any Lawes, or Ordinances made by their King, and 
cake, intimated by his Officers to the people , and proclaimed 
4 our 12 the ſame Provinces, In caſe theſe Lawes , and the faid 
licite Officers ( who have all the exterior ſignes, or markes 
cye. [whereby the Kings authority is uſually diſcerned) were 
- © Icontemne\ bythe people, not becauſe they doubt of their 
Kings legiflative power, but becauſe they will not belic- 
ye he made ſuch Lawes, or gave any ſuch Commiſſion to 
!his Officers; would not the people, notwithſtanding all 
une” [this pretended ignorance,be Rebclls,and obſtinate againſt 
hins {heir Soveraigne? would it excuſe them from the guilt 
'S /of Rebellion, to alledge in their owne behalfe, that they 


: 
, 


and i 

ce him 

capa 
The 

they 

pro- 


* {did not thinke, or belieye, the King commanded any ſuch 
-n {thing, as his Officers pretended, and proclaimed ? Their , 
th Very excuſe involyes obſtinacy, andRebellion, The obe-. 
* _ 1dience and duty, which SubjeRs owe to their King, muſt 
©” {be extended allo to his Officers; they muſt obey their 
"ub. {S9vEraigne, nor onely when himſelfe commands, but alſo 
ads. {When the Officers that have the ordinary ſignes of hisau- 
* {thority, do command in his name, 
da}, 5 This 1s the caſc of Hereticks, They proteſt if they 
alt }Þad thought, or believed, that the DoQtrine of the Ro- 
_ ws man Church was reycaled by God, they would embrace 
oth {* with all their heart. But they do not conſider, that this 


olti- | FO 


g2 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, 

very If, ar:daubt;, is:their crime, . and herefie, What readc 
ſor, or prudentground have they to doubt, that Gore 
doth fpeake by-the Roman Church,, as Kings do by the#h 
Officers? 'No.Officers,, or Miniſters have -more autherfit 
tick , .and credible ſignes of their Kings authority , theſgi\ 
theRoman Catholick Ghureh hath of Gods Commiſlionpe 
and truſt, of propoſing his:Revelations, and interpretinſne 
his meaning of Scripture, :as.is demonſtrated in the 14lIt 
and other.Chapters. Now its ſufficient to know, that th{ce 
fignes of the true Church. arc Miracles,Sanfity of Dotrindre: 
and life, comverſuon of Nations, comtinuall ſucceſſion (from th 
Apoſtles to the preſent age) both of Paſtors , and Dottrinſ 
&'c. Theſe ſignes are obvious to our ſenſes, and may b{li 
perceived by all people, Clounes, Souldiers, and other illiÞli 
terate perſons, that will inquire , and examine the hiſto 

of their owne Countrey , or the Religion of their Anceſco 
ſtors, Whatſocver amongſt all the Chriſtan Churches|ic 
hath theſe ſignes, That Church, mwſt be heard, _— 
and believed, as having Gods authority, and Commuſho 
to decide all doubts , and controverſies of Faith ; whoſo 
ever believes not her Definitions, and obcyes not her Dellic 
crees, is an obſtinate Heretick, ,and Rebell, 


Cuar. V. 
Of .the Catholick, Church. 


Eeing the obſtinacy of Hereticks is againſt Godyrei 
Revelations, as they arc propoſed by the teſtimo] 
ny of the Catholick Church, its required ſome{ſo 
” thing be faid of this Church, That there isaCajrit 
tholick and viſible Church -in this world, igof 
| (tacitely ) byall-Hereticks , ſeeing every Se ofth 
em pretends to be the whole, - or at leaſt one part ofthqth: 
Catholiak Church: h 
2 The Catholick Church is a multitude, or Congreſth 
gation of men, whoſe teſtimony doth ſo ſufficiently proym: 
ſc their Doctrine; to be Gods Word, and the true meany W 
ing thereof, that it.is evidently imprudence, and infallibi{D! 
Samnation in any perſon, whoſoeyer ,. not to acquicſce inbu 
the aid teſtimony , and not ta belicyc. (without = an Bc 
oubt 


, and Herefie. Chap. V. 
at readoubt) what it propoſeth as Divine Revelation. There 
t Gore but two wayes to convince the underſtanding of man; 
y thefhe one is evident, and cleare reaſon; the other is autho- 
utherpity. To ſome things its neceſſary , even for ſalvation, we 
, thefgive our aſſent, though no evident, and cleare reaſon ap- 
iſtonpeareth ; authority (that is, the teſtimony of la;y full yyits 
retinſpeſies) muſt be taken for reaſon, and ſupply the want of it. 
the 148t is unreaſonable, and damnable, not to honour our Prin- 
es, and Parents, though they have no other evidence, or 
caſonto ſheyy,, that they are our layfull Princes or Pa- 
ents, but the authority, an1 teſtimony of lawfull witne(- 
es, God therefore having decreed that men ſhould be- 
ieve ſome myſteries above reaſon, commanded all,to be- 
Wieve under paine of damnation whatſoever the Church 
aith he revealed. It is not unreaſonable that God ſhould 
ondemn us for not believing the teſtimony of the Catho- 
rches{ick Church in matters of Faith, which are above reaſon; 
ſeeing! we ſhall be copdemned, if we believe not the teſti- 
mony of our Neighbous concerning our Princes , and Pa- 
rhoſoirents, Is it alay full excuſe for any man to ſay,lIf I had be- 
er Deilieved ſuch a man to be my Soveraigne, Lwould obey him; 
,or ſuch a woman to be my Mother, I would honour her? 
If there be lawfull witneſſes for Prince, or Parents, their 
teſtimony is to be believed; the very not believing them 
is a crime, though there be no more cvidence for it, then 
the ſaid teſtimony. Therefore 4 fortiori, the not believing 
the teſtimony of the Church, confirmed with ſo many 
ſiones, in matters of Faith, is a crime, and obſtinate he- 

 Godgrelie. 

timo4 3 Some Proteſtant Divines of the Engliſh Church are 
ſome4ſo civill, as to admit of us Roman Catholicks, and fo cha» 
a Cajritable, as not to exclude any Chriftians from being a part 
d, igof the Catholick Church : yet we have reaſon to thinke, 
e& ofthat irs no civility, or kindneſſe, but intereſt, that moves 
ofthqthem to-open the dore to us, becauſe if they reje& us, 
hemſelyes can not pretend to be a Church, having nei- 
ngre ther ſucceſſion of Biſhops, nor (without begging our teſti- 
y proJmony ) any ſolid proofe, that Scripture is Gods Word. 
mean{ W hat Bookes of Scripture they are pleaſed to accept of as 
allib|qDivine Revelation, they do it upon our ſcore an41 word ; 
ſce infbur the ſenſe which we delivered to them with the ſaid 
e lea(ÞBooks, as the moſt principall part of Geds Word, they do 
oubt C refule; 
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refuſe ; neyer being able hitherto to give any tolerabl 
reaſon why they take our wor{ more for the letter of ,,, 
Scripture, then for the ſenſe, and meaning of it? If we def c. 
ſervecredit in one, why not in both? being no lefle again 1; 
our conlcience, and-as much in our power,to corrupt thd © 
letter, as the ſenſe, But of their obſtinacy in this particu4 ye 
har, andothers, I ſhall diſcourſe more at large when |, 
ſpeake of Proteſtancy. Now 1 will proceed in the diſco/pq 
|! 


yery of the true Church, /ag 
an 

Cunr VAI. _ 

lie 


F Y hether all Chriſtians be the Catholick, Church ” 
er Whether ut may be compoſed of any rwo , or |wt 
more Congregations of them, if not agreeing |< 

1n all matters whatſoever which any one |, 


Congregation, or Church pretends t0 of 

a >. ;an' 

be revealed by God : mm 

| F | ;tef 

r wa His is as much as to demand, Whether Calhj. 


tholicks, and Proteſtants both , may be partſg,, 
of the Catholick Church? Proteſtants (as w(};c} 
have ſeen inthe former Chapter) ſay, that alcþ 
| Chriftian Congregations are parts of the Caſa, 
tholick Church, as well as we Roman Catholicks. Thiſfgn 
aſſertion they ground upon the ſignification of the wor 
Catholick, which is as much to ſay, gs Vnzverſal, Inthe 
me ſenſe they explicate Catholick Tradition to be onel 
that which is contradicted by any Chriſtian Church. Ac{z/z 
cording to this opinion, no Congregation of Chriſtia 
can be Hereticks, becauſe Hereticks muſt be obſtinate a 
gainft the Doftrine :of the Univerſall, or Catholic 
Church : but no Chriſtians can be obſtinate againſt th 
Define of the Catholick or Univerſall Church; ſeein 
themſelycs are part of it , and they can not be obſtinate ah | 
gainſt themſclyes, ortheir owne Tenets, and Dottrine 
therefore none can be Hereticks. This abſurd, and h 
ticall ſequele is a ſufficient refutation of the Proteſtant 
principle, and their explication of the word — 
2 


Ee and Herefie, Chap. V1. | 5 
crabl) > Bu let us prove direQly that neither all Chriſtians, 
iT Of norany two Churches diſſenting inthcir teſtimonies,con- 
yede cerning whatſoever matters of Faith , can be the Catho- 
gun lick Church, My proofe is this : The teſtimony of the 
pt thi Catholick Church, concerning what is pretended to be re- 
owl vealed, or not revealed by God , mutt oblige zl perſons 
nent {whoarc informed of it, to belieye what it ſaith, and pro=- 
iſco) poſeth. But if all Chriſtians, or any two Churches not 
[agreeing in their teſtimonies;ſuppoſe Roman-Catholicks, 
;and Proteſtants ) be parts of the Catholick Church, the 
teſtimony thereof can-not oblige any ſober perſon to be- 
lieve what both ſay, and propoſe. Firſt, becauſe one 
h Church contradits the other, and its impoſlible to belie- 
WIC) ye contraditions at one, and the ſame inſtant, Secondly, 
07 |when witneſſes do not agree in their teſtimonies, if they 
7 be of equall authority, no manis obliged to believe _ 
{ide, but rather is bound in prudence, to ſuſpend his jx8dge- 
ment. Therefore if the Catholick Church be compoſed 
of all Congregations, and Churches of Chriſtians, or of 
{any two Churches not agreeing in their teſtimonies con= 
[cerning matters of Faith, no man is obliged to believe the 
;teſtimony of the Catholick. Church; but rather to ſuſpend 

r Caſhis judgement , and credit nothing: which ſequele is ab. 
PaTtifurd, and contrary to the Doctrine not onely of Catho- 
as Wflicks , but alſo of Proteſtants, Therefore the Catholick 
"at AIChurch muſt not be all Congregations of Chriſtians , or 
e Calany two diſſenting, but one onely Congregation of per- 

Wons who agree in one Faith, 


WOT 
he { Cuanr Fil. 
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te al be infallible not onely ( 45 Proteſtants terme 
olic chem ) in fundamentall, but alſo in nos 
_ fundamental articles of Faith © 
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Hough we Catholicks ſay that all articles of 
Faith, if once ſufficiently propoſed, are,in one 
ſenſe , fundamental ; becauſe under paine of 
damnation they muſt be believed : yet in an- 
another ſenſe we admit a diltintion berweene 

C 2 funda- 
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36 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick, Faith, 
fundamentall, and not fundamentall articles of Faith, Fun- 
damentall articles may be called fuch as no ignorance of 
them can excuſe men from damnation , fornot being be- 
lieved. Not fundamentalls may be called ſuch articles as if 
propoſed, muſt be believed; but if not propoſed ſuth- 
ciently, the ignorance of them is excuſable, 

2 But whether theſe articles be-both called fundamen- 
tall, or onely the firſt ſort of them, our controverſie with 
Proteſtants is the ſame, and the queſtion is not ſet here 
out of its proper place; becauſe the reſolution of it is ne- 
ceſſary to anſwer an objection , which Proteſtants make 
againſt the Dodrine of the former Chapter. All Chriſtians 
(fay they) do agree in fundamental] points of Faith, as in 
the Trinity, Incarnation, &c, What great matter is it, if 
they agree not in other things of little importance, with- 


_ Out the knowledge, and ſufficient propofall whereof, 


they may be ſaved, as Purgatory, Tranſubſtantiation, &rc ? 
Why ſhould we be obliged to believe things that are not | 
abſolutely neceſſary for ſalvation ? eſpecially ſeeing Ro- | 


man Eatholick Divines do not deny, that ignorance of not | 
fundamentalls is not damnable ? Therefore all Chriſtians 
(though diſſenting in not fundamentalls ) may be called 
Catholicks, and the univerſall Church; becauſe they agree 
in all neceſſary articles of Catholick Religion; and though | 
their teftimonies do not agree in Purgatory, v.g, beingan 
article of Faith; why ſhould their diſagreement in that 
petty point invalid their teſtimony concerning the myſte- ' 
ry -” the Trinity, Incarnation, and other fundamental] ar- | 
ticles. ; 
3 This diſcourſe, and objeRion of Proteſtants hath | 
damned many a foule, becauſe they did not examine the | 
rruth of it as they ought, Bur to declare the fallacy of it, | 
ſomething muſt be ſaid of the Churches infallibility, Moſt 
Proteſtants do grant, that the teſtimony of the Church is | 
infallible in propoſing the fundamentall articles of Chri- | 
tian Religion; as, in delivering Scripture to be Gods | 
Word, and in declaring the myſtery of the Trinity ec, be-) 
cauſe Chriſtian, and Catholick Faith muſt admit of no 
doubts concerning the truth of fundamentalls; and if the 
Church be not infallible in propoſing thoſe to us, we mult 
neceſſarily doubt of their truth ; for, though we doubt 


not that whatſocycr God faid is truce, yet we cag not but 
doubt; 


x = RV Fw vxR=*S A 


AW wm =D 9 ww. A we. 


> 
— 


and Hereſte, Chap.V 11. 37 
doubt, whether he revealed or meant any ſuch thing as 
the myſtery of the Trinity, or Incarnatie, if we do not 
believe that the Church is infallible in propoſing the ſaid 
myſtery ? God therefore in his Providence can not permit 
the Church to erre, or deceive us in fundamentalls, ite- 
ing its neceſſary for our falvationnot to doubt of the truth 
of fundamentall myſteries; but if the Church may erre 
in propoſing them , we can not but doubt of their truth, 
This realon (tay Proteſtants) can not be appyled to nor fun- 
dAamentalls, becauſe they are not abſolutely neceſſary for 
ſalvation; an our ſalvation is the onely motive that God 
had to make the Church infallible in propoling articles of 
Religion. Therefore none is bound to believe, that the 
Church is infallible in not fundamentalls, 

4 If the onely motive that God had to make the Ca- 
tholick Church infallible, were our ſalvation, this diſcour- 
ſe of Proteſtants might have ſome colour of truth; but 
Gods motive in all his aftions, is not onely our ſalvation, 
but (in firſt place) his owne honour, and glory There js 
nothing concerns Gods honour more, then that, w hatſo- 
ever is ſufficiently propoſed as revealed by him, be credi- 
ted by us without the leaſt doubt ; whether the matter 
be great, or of little importance. Therefore the Churches 
infallibility, and our obligation of belicying it, ought nor 
to be meaſured by the greatneſle, importance, or ablolute 
neceſlity of the matter propoſed, in order onely to our ſal- 
vation; but alſo by the ſufficiency of the propofall, in or- 
der to Gods honour, and veracity. If a matter not abſo- 
lutely neceſſary for falyation be as ſufficiently propoſed to 
be revealed by God, as the myſtery of the Trinity , the 
obligation is as great of believing the one without any 
doubt, as the other. The reaſon is cleare; becauſe there is 
as great an injury done to God, by denying, or doubting 
of his veracity, and reyclation , in a ſmall matter, as irra 
great. In believing we are as much bound to haye a re- 
card to Gods honour, asto our owne falyation ; and his 
honour is as much concerned in being believed without 
the leaſt doubt concerning Purgatory, as concerning the 
Trinity, if both myſteries be equally, or ſufficiently pro- 
poſed as Divine Revelation. « 
$ Seeing thercfore that the ſelfe ſame Roman Catho- 
lick Church, and teſtimony, which propoſed ſufficiently 

C 3 in the 


\F 
|; 
: 


y 
T7 
T1 
| 3% 0 
LY 


———_— 


$+1% 
yy 


— — £ 


PT 


, - way ary 


So © ennan Loebd— - 
Ten ARIEL EE > wot, Sd wad Ty _——_— . 
———————— — — — - 
> - - > 4 


38 ATreatiſeof the Naturevf Catholick Faith, 
inthe yeare 2516. to Luther, and all other Proteſtants ſince 
that time, Scripture, the myſtery of the Trinity &c. to be 
Divine Revelation ; did In the ſame yeare, and doth now 
alſo propoſe Pargatory, Tranſubitantion, and other points 
(which Proteſtants call wor fundamentall)ts be revealed by 
God: its evident that there js as great obligation of be- 
lieving without any doubt Purgatory , Tran/ubſtantiation, 
and others not thought fundamentalls by Proteſtants , 
as the fundamentalls. But theſe articles which 
Proteſtants call nor fundamentall, can not be belie- 
ved without ſome doubt, if the Church be not infallible 
in propoſing them; as they themſelves muſt grant by 
force of the parity made with their fundamentall articles. 
Therefore the Catholick Church is as infallible in its teſti- 
mony concerning not fundamentall articles being Divine 
Revelation, as it is in fundamentalls; or if not, it muſt be 
fallible in both. 

6 Yer if matters be well conſidered , we ſhall finde, 
that its impoſlibleto deny any article of Faith, ( though 
not abſolutely neceſſary, and therefore (in the opinion of 
Proteſtants) of little importance) but a neceſſary ard fun- 
damentall article muſt be denyed together with it. There 
3s no article of Faith more fundamentall, and neceſſary for 
ſalvation, then Gods veracity, They who deny Purgatory, 
v.g.deny Gods veracity; becauſe they who deny any thing 
that is ſufficiently propoſed as Divine Revelation , deny 
Gods veracity , whether the matter propoſed as revealed 
by him, be great, or ſmall, Neither can Proteſtants give 
any other reaſon; why by denying rhe Trinity, Gods vera- 
city is denyed, but becauſe the Trinity is ſufficiently pro - 
poled as Divine Revelation. Therefore if Purgatory, or 


Tranfubſtantiation be as ſufficiently propoſed as the Tri- | 


nity; by denying them, and others the like, Gods veracity 
is alſo denye1., So that all articles of Faith , if ſufficiently 
propoſed, are fundamentall, and neceſlary for ſalvation, 

7 My ſecond anſiyer to the diſcourſe, and argument of 


- Proteſtants, is, that witneſſes contradifting themſelves in 


| Dan\1;. 


eircumiltances, though of little importance, arenot tobe 

prudently credired in the maine points wherein they a- 

gree, The teſtimony of the ty'o old Jadges was not valid 

inthe crime of adnltery objected by them againſt Suſanna, 

becauſe though their teſtimonies did agree in the — 
| an 
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and Herefie. Chap. VII. 39 
and in what yas materiall to condemne her; yetthey va- 
ried in ſome circumſtances not materiall, What did it im- 
port (as to the guilt of Suſanna) whether ſhe committed 
adultery under a Fig-tree, or a Pine? Though it was a 
circumſtance very indifferent, and of little importance in 
it ſelfe, yetthe incoherency in it did prove that the two 
old mens teſtimonies in the maine . were invalid, There- 
fore although not fundamentall articles were not neceſ[a- 
ry for ſalvation, yet the incoherency in ſuch little matters 
doth invalid the Catholick Churches teſtimony even in 
fundamenralls, and the maine points of Chriſtian Religion. 
Therefore it muſt be granted that the teftimony of the Ca- 
tholick-Church either is not prudently credible, and infal- 
lible, in neceſſary, and fundamentall articles ; or that it is 
prudently credible, and infallible :in not fundamentalls. It 
followeth alſo out of the premiſes , that the Catholick 
Church can not be all Churches of Chriſtendome, becauſe 
there are not two of them whole teſtimonies concerning 
Faith do not differ, at leaſt in not fundamentall points of 
Religion , and by conſequence the teſtimony is abſolutely 
incredible, becauſe incoherent. 

Againſt what hitherto hath beene ſaid, ſome may obje&t, 
that the Fathers unanimoully teſtifying fundamentall arti- 
cles to be revealed by God, ought to be credited, though 
they contraditt one another in matters not fundamentall, 
Therefore the ſame may be ſaid of many diſſenting Chur- 
ches, or Congregations of Chriſtians ; why ſhould not 
the Catholick Church be compoſed of all Chriſtians 
agrecing in the principall points of Chriſtian Religion , 
though they agree not inothers of leſle importance. The 
example of tke Babylonian Judges.in the caſe of Suſanna, 
can not be applyed to the Catholick Church : they were 
not credited by Daziel inthe fat which they unanimouſly 
teſtified , becauſe the circumſtance wherein they varied, 


| was ſo concomitant , and connedted with the fat it ſelfe, 


that it was impoſſible to ſee one, and not the other. The- 
refore the contradifting themſelves in the circumſtance of 
the tree , did demonſtrate that they never ſaw Suſanna 
commit adultery. But no ſuch connexion appeares be- 
tweene fundamentall, and not fundamentall articles of 
Chriſtian Religion; the Trinity, or Incarnation may be ſut- 
ficiently propoſed as Divine Reyelation by the gs 
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40 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Caiholick Faith, 

of both Proteſtant, and Roman Church , th ough Purgato- 
ry, or Tranſubſtantiation be onely held by Protcitants, to 
be onely a probable opinion of the Roman Clergy , and 
conſequently not ſufficiently propoſed as Divine Revela- 
tion, becauſe it wants the concurrence of a conſiderable 
part of Chriſtianity in the teſtimony hich it gives of 
thoſe; and the like not fundamentall Tenets. 

To the firſt part of this argument I ſay, that the Fathers 
in their greateſt differences agree in ſubmitting their jud- 
gements to the Sea Apoſtolick, or to a generall Councell, 
as to the viſible and infallible Judge of Controverſies. Not 
to Proteſtant Churches , each one pretending to be Inde- 
pendent of the other , and of the Roman alſo. Such inde- 
pendency, and obſtinacy of judgement is wholy inconli- 
ſtent with unity of Faith, and identity of Church. 

Now to the ſecond part concerning Suſanna , and the 
two old Judges, I anſwer, thart all myſteries of Chriſtian 
Religionare conneRed in the motive of beliefe ; ſo that 
we can no more diſcover a matter of Faith without the 
motive, then a matter of fa& without its circumitance, 
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Wherefore the motive being the ſame inall, they are all |Ch 
united to the motive, and conſequently ſo inſeparable one Jtha 


from another, that denying one,you deny all, as denying 
the motive, v.hereon all, and every one do rely. 

If the greatneſle of the matter propoſed, or the number 
of proponents, and not the quality of the propoſall,did au- 
taoriſe, and induce the obligation of believing whatioc- 
ver the Catholick Church teſtifieth to be Divine Revela- 
tion , the aforeſaid argument. might trouble Catholicks : 
but ſeeing that both:the teſtimony of few, and matters not 
abſolutely neceſſary for ſalvation, may be confirmed with 
ſupernaturall ſignes, and with true markes of the Catho- 
lick Church, and Dottrine, there is no neceſſity of obtru- 
ding upon it any Proteſtant Congregation, thereby to 
oive more credit. Chriſtians were not very many in the 
beginning of theprimitive times; and yet they filled up 
the number of the Catholick Church. The Arrians were 
thought tobe more numerous then the Catholicks, and 
yet it was never thought neceſlary, by any Orthodox, to 
have the concurrence of their ſuffrage, or teſtimony con- 


. cerning Religion, and declaring what was fundamentall, 


and not fundamencall. I ſce no reaſon why the Goa 
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and Hereſie. Chap. V11. " - 
ato- fick Church of this age ſhould court Proteſtants more 

, to Shen the Church of the fourth and fifth age did Arrians, 
and Neſtorians &c. I am ſure the Arrians were more in num« 
cja- þer then Proteſtants, and much more learned, they had a 
able fnore certaine Ordination of Prieſts, and Biſhops, and ma- 

_ of þy of them were of as good life , and converſation as any 
Proteſtants are, or were ſince the beginning of the pre- 
iers ended Reformation Why rherefore ſhould Proteſtants 
ud- þe a part of the Catholick Church, and not Arrians, or 
ell, Neſtorians ? 

Not | If Proteſtants be admitted as part of the Catholick 
de- Church, the Turkes , Jexcs, and all others, who be- 
de - ficve there is one God, may with reaſon complaine ,*that --* 
a{1- fhey alſo are not looked upon as Catholicks.For they,and 
weagree in the ty'o fundamentall articles , y hich 'onely 
the F(according the opinion of many learned Divines) ate ne- 
ian fceſlary, neceſſitate medi ; to wit , that there ts a God, and 
hat hat be & Remunerator, Turkes, and Jewes belieye this, 
he therefore they agree both with us, and Proteſtants in fun- .- 
ce. {damentalls, Ler us all therefore be parts of the Catholick - '' 

all |Church. And though Jew es, or Turkes be not baptized, - 

ne fthatcan not prejudicethem , according the principles of 

ng Proteſtants, their implicit, or conditionall faith will ex- .- . *» 
cuſe them, aswell as Proteſtants from damnation, 1f God + _ | 
xr frevealed the neceſſity of Baptiſme,or that Scripture #s his VVord 

u- {(faith a Turke)1 beiteve both, but untill that be made cleare 

)e- Junto me, Iamnot more bound to believe either abſolu- 

la- fly , and without doubt , then Proteſtants are to believe 

Ss: ITranſubſtantiation, 1 ſee no reaſon why this implicite, and 

ot {conditionall faith ſhould not ſave Jewes, and Turkes, as 

th ] well as Proteſtants,if the myſteries not believed by either, 

0- [be equally propoſed. Therefore Proteſtants are no more 

u- | part of the Catholjck Church, then Turkes, or Jewes: I 

LO | am certaine we have no more need of the teſtimony of the 

he | one, then of the other, to eſtabliſh what ought to be be. 

1p {lieved as Catholick Faith, or what articles are fundamen« 

re j tall, - 


Fs 


CHAP, 


42 ATreatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, 


crip 


Cuae. VEII. he 1 

hic 

F Vhether er reformed, or Proteflant Church off-0n! 

the world be the Catholich and Apoſtolick, _ 

hurch > And whether thei = 

Church? And whether their precended hoſt 

clearneſſe of Scripture doth ſuffi- SC 

czently propoſe ther dofrine as wi 

Divine Revelation ? o be 

2 A | noy 

This defini- 1 = N the fifth Chapter nwn. 2, it hath beene ſaid, thathori 
ion of the the Catholick Church is a multitude, or Congre-þr t| 
Church 5& gation of perſons, whole teſtimony doth ſo ſfuffi-fnarl 
clearly inſi- > ciently propoſe their Dorine, or Faith, to beſafe, 
nuated mm Gods Word, and the true meaning thereof, that itſtant 


Seripture iSevidently imprudence, and infallible damnation in anyþnd 
AFR.1.v. 8. perſon whoſoevcr, not to acquieſce in the ſaid teſtimony,ſs co 
TKc.24.48- and not to believe without the leaſt doubt what it propoJ 3 
Joan.18.37. ſeth as Divine Revelation. The teſtimony of the true Ca-$ion 
A,5.32. tholick Church muſt not be credible onely to ſilly ſoules, the 
AG.2.z2, thatbclicvcanything they heare, by reaſon of their igno-Firm 
HAR 4.33+ Trance, or becauſe they were not rightly informed: it muſtÞ5r. 
10. be credible to the moſt prudent, and informed perſons ,Furc 
Math,28, by reaſon that the ſaid teſtimony is confirmeds with ſo 
&'c. Clearefignes,and markes of Gods providence in planting, 
and propagating the Faith profeſſed by the true Church,fayt 
' that (all circumſtances conſidered) no informed, and pru- 
dent perſon may judge any other Church to have as much 
As a probable appearance of the true one , when they are 
compared yith the Catholick, 

2 Hoy the Proteſtant Churches, and Reformation did 
inne, hath beene ſaid in thefirit Chapter ; which ſup- 

doſed, let us now examine whether any perfon can pru- 

dently believe, that either the Proteſtant Church of Eng- 
land, or that of Stratzburg, or Zurick , or Geneva , be theÞai 
true Catholick Church of God? The ground of the be- 
liefe of theſe, and all other reformed Churches, are redu- 

ced to two ; one is cleare Scripture pretended againſt the 
Roman errours, ( as they callthem; ) the other is, they 
private Spirit , whereby they interpret the true ſenſe ofÞ 
Scriptures! 


and Hereſie, Chap. V 111. 43 
criptures to be contrary to the Tenets , and DoQtine of 
he Roman Catholick Church. This *is all the eyidence 
v hich Proteſtants have to prove, that each of their owyne 
h of Pongregations is the true Sponſe of Chriſt , and thar the 
I Church of Rome is the Vi hore of Babylon, Miracles they 
lo not pretend to ; and as for the two other ſigneswhich 
oſt of their Authors brag of,(that is,the ſincere preach- 
g of the Word of God, and the lawfull adminiltration 
f the Sacraments) theſe two can not be knoyne,norper- 
ceived, untill that, whereupon they depend, be firſt known 
o be the true ſenſe of Scripture , or the true Faith be 
nowne, But when the true Faith is knoyne,we have no 
thatmore need of ſignes to bring us to the knowledge of it, 
gre-þr the truc Church that profeſſeth it, then a Pilothath of 
i-farkes to be guided by into the haven , after he is within 
d befafe, and at anchor. Therefore theſe two ſignes of Prote. 
at ittant arenot true fignes , becauſe they are as unknowne, 
anyþnd as hard to be found ont as the Church it ſelfe, which 
Dny,Js contrary to the nature, and eſſence of a true ſigne. 
poJ 3 As for the firſt ground of Proteſtancy, and Reforma- 
Ca-Fion, which is the pretended clearneſle of Scripture againſt 
les, the Do&trine of the Roman Church; it can as little con- 
no-firme the teſtimony of the Church of England, or Zurick, 
uuſtf5r. as the Turkes Alcoran. Firſt they tell us that Scrip- 
ns ,Fure is againſt Tranſubſtantiation, Purgatory worſhip of Ima- 
| ſofes 4c, Wedenyit, and bring (at leaſt) as cleare texts of 
ng, Þcripture for our ſelves,as Proteſtants do againft us. 'They 
ch,Jay the words, and ſenſe of Scriprure are lo cleare againtt 
ru-Þur Dodrine, that none can-deny them, Yet we reply , 
achſhat we are not fo impious, norobſtinate,as to maintaine 
arePottrine point blank againft Gods Word, atid ſenſe. Now 
he queſtion is, whether the teſtimony of Proteftant 
did Churches againſt us , or ours in our owne behalfe , and 
1p -Hlefence concerning the clearneſſe of Scripture , be moſt 
ru- Tredible to ſober, and prudent men? Ianſyer that the te- 
g- Rimony of Catholicks of the obſcurity of Scriprure, a- 
the Þainſt Tranſubſtantiation, worſhip of Images &ec. 1snot one» 
be-fly more credible then the teſtimony of Proteſtants ro the 
Ju-Fontrary ; but alſo that the reſtimony of Proteſtants, 
the laying, that Scripture is cleare againſt Tranſubſtantion , 
the worſhip of Images, Purgatory &c, may be demonſtrated ra 
ofÞÞc falfc, 
res| | 4 That 
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44 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholich Faith, : 
4 That this may not be thought a vaine undertaking olicl 
ſuppoſe that our fontroverſie with Proteſtants concernÞ2* b 
ing the clearneffe, and obſcurity of Scripture in controOMe, 
yerted points, is to be underſtood after all combinationF®tÞ ! 
and confronting of texts, which ſeeme to have relation, oÞ© ſay 
dependence one of the other. I ſuppoſe alſo , that ſomJ<riic: 
Catholick DoQors have read, and conſidered Scripture'c: 
and all controyertcd texts, as diligently as Proteſtants; aff} © 
may appeare by their printed Bookes , wherein they an gainf 
wer all Objections made by Luther, Calvin, lewell e3c, at- 
thinke it alſo no diſcredit for Proteſtants to admit, tha heir | 
{at leaſt ) ſome of our learned men, and well verſed ifÞav© 
Scripture, have ſo much honeſty, as not to conceale fronſſÞþith t 
the world that true ſenſe of Scripture , which ſeemeth rd 
themſclyes cleare and evident, after the combination, an{&2vr« 
examination of all controverted texts, But to be briefe$509) 
and decline all compariſons, which are odious, let us ſupP*- P< 
pole for the preſent (which Proteſtants ought,to take as (NE 1N 
courteſie)thatlearned Proteſtants,and learned Catholicks F<" f 
are equally honeſt, an4 equally learned; both honeſt, and hey | 
both learned, if the contrary be not made appeare by th rel 
enſuing demonſtration. man ' 
s Itis impoſlible for men equally learned, and equally eſto! 
honeſt, to have any controverſic about the ſenſe of any evide 
words of Scripture, if the ſenſe becleare, and evident. Butſjand { 
Proteſtants, and Catholicks(who are ſuppoſed to be equal. EP<rn* 
ly learned, and equally honeſt ) have controverſies aboutſ}ſhew 
the ſenſe of ſuch words of Scripture as concerne Tranſub.jcellic 
ftantiation, worſhip of Images, and other controvertedf]prod 
points, Therefore its impoſſible. that the ſenſe of ſuch of Sc 
words of Seripture as. relate to Tranſubſtantiation &vc,f1all th 
ſhould be cleare , and manifeſtly againſt the Doftrine off <nds 
Catholicks. Therefore the teſtimony of all Proteftantſ did ( 
Churches maintaining the clearneſle againſt them, is not}| One 
onely incredible , but manifeſtly falſe, Becauſe the teſti- ſtant 
mwony;of Catholicks { though in their owne defence ) is and 
made eyidently true by the controverſie it ſelfe, a viſible, or n 
and-undeniable effe&t, that can proceede from no other goo 
cauſe ( amongſt learned, and honeſt men) but from theſf and: 
obſcurity of the words, and ſenſe, wherein their judge-| cies 
ments differ, If they ſquable about what is cleare , both} alik: 
parties, or at leaſt one, is ipnorant,or not honeſt. We Ca-| dent 
- tholicks 


- 


and Herefie. Chap. V ITT. 
olicks have no reaſon to thinke: that all our Dofors 
ant knowledge, and ſincerity ; its cleare to all Chriſten- 
ome, that in our Church we have inall parts of the world 
oth learned, and honeſt men : and if Proteſtants thinke 
he ſame of themſelves, they muſt grant that our contro. 
Ferſics do manifeſtly demonſtrate.the obſcurity of Scrip. 


areſure- 
6 Secing Scripture is obſcure , and in no place cleare 


aufgainſt Tran/ubſtanttation, worſhip of Images, Purgatory (5c, 
. fſyhatground, or warrant had the firſt Proteſtants for 
heir pretended Reformation? would not all the world 
| ifſÞþave reaſon to laugh at us Catholicks , if we ſhould part 
{ith that ancient ſenſe of Scripture in favour of Tranſub- 
Pantiation, Purgatory Gre. ( which ie received from the 
hurch that went before us, aſſuring it was revealed by 
f- 60d) upon the bare word of Luther, Calvin, Knox, or the 
2. perſons that made the Ritual, and pretended to refor- 
e in Edward the VI. time, the Sacraments , both in mat- 
cs(@cr, forme, and number? What ſignes, or miracles. did 
adſthey ſhew for their extraordinary Miſhon,and Apoſtleſhip 
heſof reforming the Dottrine of the Catholick Church?If any 
man who reccived his Land, by inheritance from his An- 
eſtors, ought not to part with it, if not forced by better 
evidence then his owne, hoy can we part with ourFaith, 
and ſenſe of Scripture (which is the ground of all our ſu- 
{pernaturall inheritance, and happinefle) untill Proteſtants 
ſheyy a better title, then the inheritance, or continuall ſuc- 
_ceſſion of our Dofrines from the Apoſtles ? They muſt 
df{produce better evidence then their pretended clcarneſle- 
hb of Scripture. If they laugh at DQuakers , notwithſtanding 
call the texts of Scripture which they have at their fingers 
xffends, againſt Proteſtant Dofrine; how do they imagine 
{1 did Catholicks looke upon the firſt pretended Reformers? 
[1] One advantage theſe new Quakers have againſt all Prote- 


-j ftants, which Proteſtants have not againſt Catholicks ;, 


SZ and it is, that a new Quaker may ſay with truth to an old 
{ or nex' Proteſtant , he hath as prudent ground, and as 

good evidence for his owne interpretation of Scripture, 

and Religion, as theProteſtant hath for his ; their fan- 
-j' cies (the onely ground of both their Faith) being much 
1} alike, and their Miſſion being not warranted by any prece.- 
[4 dent Church, This the Proteſtants can not objett againſt 
Catho- 
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Catholicks, becauſe we had alwayes the word,and warrant 
of a precedent viſible Church for our interpretation of 
Scriptures, and Religion. 


Caas 1X. 


V Vhether any Puritanicall Congregation ve the 
Catholick Church, by reaſon of their 
pretended ſpurs © 


I Here not a trades-man, or {imple woman , a- 
moneſt the purer fort of Proteſtants, who do 
not imagine themſelves to be more infallible 
in interpreting Scripture, then the Pope , and 
all the generall Councells together This infa!- 

libility they attribute ro the Spirit of God, which they all 

pretend to haye, But this fond imagination is as eaſily 
refuted,as the clearneſle of Scripture hath beene in the for- 
mer Chap. becauſe every pure Proteſtant, or Puritan, pre- 
tends to have the Spirit of God; but that Spirit contra- 
diQting it ſelfe according the diverſity of Tenets which the 
purely inſpired hold, it is impoſlible it ſhould be the Spirit 
of God, who can not inſpire contradiQions. Yet they are ſo 
obſtinate, that its impoſlible to perſwade them to the con- 
trary , though you may clearly convince them. The Pope 
mult be Antichriſt, Catholick Kings the horns of the Beaſt, 
& religious Orders, rags of Rome wherewith the VV hore of 
Babyloz adornes her ſelfe. The Puritans muſt onely be the 
Ele&, the Saints, and pure Zealots of the beauteous dilci. 
pline of Sioz : which to carry on , though whole Nations 
be extirpated, their holy Spirit doth not onely rid them 
from any remorſe of conſcience , but aſſures them no 
worke can be more meritorious, If you inquire of them, 
how they know whether this ſpirit of theirs be good, or 
bad, of God, or the Diyel ? Calvin their Patriarch, and Ma- 
ſter anſjvers, that they do diſcerne it as clearly as they do 
white from black, ſect from ſower, and light from dark- 
nefle; his proofe is the experience and teſtimony of eve- 
ry one of the faithfull Brethren, concerning the pureneſſe 
of his owne ſpirit. 

2 This Calyiniſticalland priyacte ſpirit being ſo _ 
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and undiſcernable, can not be a ſufficient, and prudent 


ground (at leaſt for any man that hath it not) to believe it 
is the Spirit of Truth, and of the Catholick Church, Men 
who are not in the icue Church, muſt be led into it by ſo- 
me credit, and exteriour ſignes. And though Faith be a 
gift of God, yet it is communicated by preaching, and 
hearing, Rom.1o., We do not denythat God muſt helpeall 
Catholicks interiourly with his fupernaturall grace , and 
ſpirit; but the difference betweene the Puritan , and Ca- 
tholick ſpirit , js, that the Puritan ſpirit inſpireth a belicfe 
contrary to reafon; the Carholick ſpirit inſpires a belicfe 
non contrary , but agreable to reaſon, Though Chriſtian 
Faith be above reaſon , it is not unreaſonable. Bur it can 
not be agreable to reaſon that any perſon belicye a Puri- 
tanicall ſpirit without any more proofe of the goodneſle 
of it, then a Puritans word , againſt a ſenſe of Scripture 
which hath beene continued in the Roman Churches ſin- 
ce the primitive times, as is evident by tradition, teftimo- 
ny of Fathers,and acknowledged by the Magdeburg Cen- 
turies,and other Proteſtant Writers, Therefore the private 
ſpirit can not be a ſufficient propoſall of the true Faith, or 
a credible, and convincing ligne of the true Church, 

3 Another proofe that no private ſpirits interpretation 
of Scripture can be the true one, being contrary to the pu- 
blick teſtimony of the Church which went before it, and 
Puritans pretend ts reforme; may be borrowed fromSaint 
Peter, who giveth to underſtand, thatno private interpre- 
tation can be the true ſenſe of Scripture. The reaſon is 
cleare, becauſe there is none ( if notconfirmed in grace } 
who may not be an obſtinate Heretick againſt the true 
ſenſe of Scripture in controverted texts; but no man can 
be obſtinate againſt his owne private interpretation, and 
the ſenſe of his private ſpirit. Therefore he can not be an 
Heretick, if the private interpretation of Scripture againſt 
the publick teſtimony of the precedent,or preſent Church 
which he impugneth , be the true meaning , and ſenſe of 
Gods Word. . 

4 Perhaps Puritans will grant that its impoſſible for 
any of them to be an Herctick, ſeeing their ſpirit isinfal- 
lible. Ifthis be granted , its alſo impoſlble for any other 
to be an Heretick, or obſtinate againſt their ſpirit, or inter- 
pretation ; becauſc he who is obſtinate, may be — 

ccea z 


Pet.1.20, 
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cedz and its not poſſible to convince any man but by Cot 
cleare reaſon, or at leaſt by layrfull witneſſes. Cleare rea-| not 
ſon Puritans can not pretend for their ſpirit, becauſe its a do 1 
Saint reaſon to believe it, Layfull witneſſes for it there con 
can be none,.or no more then one; which is not enough, part 
nor.allowed as lawfull in a mans owne caſe. Though eve- not 
ry Puritan giveth not onely a teſtimony of his owne , but] may 
alſo of his Brethrens ſpirit, yet he is no lawfull yitneffe for not 
any other mans ſpirit; becauſe he hath no better evidence, Ref 
or ground for the teſtimony he gives, then the othey} the 
mans oyne word in commendation of his owne ſpirit; he reſt: 
neither ſceth the ſpirit of the other, nor any ſigne where char 
by it may be madecredible ; onely he may witneſle tha 2 
the man whoſe ſpirit it 1s, ſayeth, it is of God; but ong| true 
mans word, in his owne caſe, is no ſufficient evidence} ſuffi 
for a lawfull teſtimony. Therefore there are no lawfullſ| ſufh 
witneſſes for the private ſpirit , and conſequently , none real 
can be obſtinate againſt us, becauſe none can be convinſ abo 
ced that it is of God. Whence it followeth, that the ſpirit} cor 
can be no ſufficient propoſall of Gods Word,or ſenſe; and} rity 
therefore no inſpired Congregation of Proteſtants can be wit! 
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Roman Church, be the Catholick and = 

erue Church of God ? Doc 

Vin 

1 His queſtion ſeemeth to have beene — and 

by what is faid in former Chapters, Becauſe if} its { 

Vide ſum. there be a Catholick Church, and that is no} {eq 
PAN Cone | all Congregations of Chriſtians taken toge 4 
ctlurum ther, nor any Proteſtant Church in particulary te 


A.F. longo the diſpute can onely be now between the Greek Church, full 
13 Con-i/, andthe Roman; but the Grecians having ſo many times al} hat! 
!5-7:,a7- tered their Faith , ſo many of their ancient Patriarchs be ly. k 
-- ,2 Le- ing:condemned Hereticks, and all their Church being le4 bor 
©: 432 1, gallyconvided of Schiline, and Herelic, in three general -ble. 
Jon Coun;| . 


and Hereſie. Chap. X. 49 
Councells, of Florence, Lions, and the Lateran, they can 
not pretend to be the true Church , which never erred. I 
do not ſpeake of that part of the Greeke Church which 
communicates with us Roman Catholicks, becauſe that is 
part of the Roman, But ſuppoſe the Roman Church were 
not the Catholick, I ſec not what advantage Proteſtants 
may have by pleading for the Grecians, ſccing theſe agree 
not with them , bur are altogether againſt the pretended 
Reformation, and condemne it as Hereſie, as appeares by 
the anſwer of the Patriarch of Conſtantinople to the Pro- 
teſtants of Germany, mentioned by Bellarmine lib.3, de Eu- 
char, cap. 21. in fine. 
2 To prove therefore that the Roman Church is the 
true Catholick, it muſt be made appeare, that it propoſeth 


| ſufficiently its Dodrine of Faith,as Divine Revelation;this 


ſufficient propoſall can not be done by cleare and evident 
reaſon , becauſe the myſteries of Chriſtian Religion are 
above humane capacity, Therefore it muſt be done ( ac- 
cording to what hath bcene ſaid in the 4. Chap.)by autho- 
rity , and the teſtimony of lawfull witneſſes, But layfull 
witneſſes in matters of Faith, arc onely they, whoſe teſti. 
mony hath beene confirmed by miracles, as hath beene 
demonſtrated in the 2. Chap, Therefore we muſt prove 
alſo miracles, if we intend to prove that the Roman 
Church is the whole Catholick, and thar it propoſeth ſut- 
ficiently its DoGrine as Divine Revelation. Now to the 
proofe of the aſſertion, | 

3 That Doctrine is ſufficiently propoſed as Divine Re- . 
velation, which is delivered to us as ſuch by the teſtimo- 
ny of lawfull witneſſes, confirmed by miracles, But the 
Doctrine of the Church of Rome is delivered to us as Di- 
vine Revelation by the teſtimony of lawfull witneſles, 
and their teſtimony is confirmed by miracles, Therefore 
its ſufficiently propoſed as Divine Revelation,and by con- 
ſequence the Church of Rome is the true Catholick 

4 Ifthe Minor, or ſecond propoſition be proved, my 
intent is concluded, That the Roman Church hath law- 
full witnefſes of its Do&rine to be Divine Revelation, 


4 bath this difficulty: A lawfull witneſle requires not one- 


ly knowledge of what he teſtifiecth , buc alſo honeſty ; 
both qualities are neceſſary, an honeſt foole being as lit- 
.blc to be credited as a knowing knaye, But hoy can the 

D Roman 


might berelyed upon, It muſt be gramed therefore by 
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Roman Church now extant in the 17, age of Chriftianity, 


have lawfull witneſſes of the Dofrine,and ſenſe of Scrip- 
rure, which Chri/{ and the Apoſtles taught the worl1 fo 
long ſince? Though honeſty can not be denyed to many 
Roman Catholicks, yet the — what the Apoſtles 
taught, which is required for a lawfull witnefle of the true 
Church, can not be granted to any, ſecing none is now 
living on earth , that converſed with the Apoſtles. This 
argument doth equally impugne all Chutches , yet none 
cananſwer it but we Roman Catholicks.. 
5s It concernes all the world, even our very aqverſaries, 
to grant, that the Roman Catholicks have lawful] wit- 
neſles with ſufficient knowledge of what Religion , and 
ſenſe of Scripture was taught by the Apoſtles in the primi- 
tive Church, nay which is more, that no other Church 
pretending to Reformation, can have ſufficient know- 
ledge required for lawfull witneſſes of the true Religion, 
ſenſe of Scriptvre, and Dofrme of the primitive Church. 
If the Roman Church hath not ſufficient knowledge for 
lawfull witneſſes of Chrift, ani the Apoſtles Dofrine, no 
hereditary King, or Prince, can have a title; or right to Is 
crowne ; becauſe the right deſcended to them by inheri- 
rance , doth depend npon a lawfull teſtimony averring, 
that they are the true heires of ſuch a man , who reigned 
perhaps three or four hundred yeares ago. Henry the IV. 
of France proved himſelfe by lawfull witneſſes to be the 
heire of Saint Lews But yho couldbe a lawfull witnefle 
that Henry the Great deſcended of Saint Lewis ? All France 
did give a la:full teſtimony of it , becauſe it Was a con- 
ſhant tradition in the whole Kingdome , deſcended from 
Saint Lewss his rimeto this preſent age. That js to ſay, in 
every Century, or age, there were honeſt men,and layfull 
witneſſes who teſtified, that Henry the IV; Anceftors def- 
cended from Saint Lewsz though one onely age could re- 
member, or ſee Saint Lewss , yet the next enſuing did. ſee 
the firſt, and heard their teſtimony ; the third did ſce the 
ſecondeFvc, In every age did live men whoſe —__—_ 
all, 


that the knowledge which is grounded wpon a 'conti- 
nnall, and never interrupted tradition, is Gfficient forlarh- 
full witneſſes. SHOT HOLT 2903048 13204 
6 That the Roman Catholick Church hath - a _—_— 

bd nuall, 
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.nuall, and neyer interrupted tradition of its Faith , and 
ſenſe of Scripture being taught by Chryt,and the Apoſtles, 
can not bedenyed by our adyerlaries, it being evident to 
the world, that they who contradicted any article of this 
Faith we no;y profeſle, in former ages, were looked upon, 


'and condemned as Hercticks; which is an infallible argu- 


ment that we, incvery age, rcc:ived our Doctrine from 
the formernot as the word of men, but as the-Word of 
God, oras Divine Revelation : for, if it were not belieyed 
as Divine Revelation, why ſhould we condemne mca as 
Hereticks, becauſe they denyed it? Neither do Proteſtants 
deny, that we believed our tradition,and the teſtimony of 
our Church, to be grounded upon Divine Reyclation; 
they onely ſay we were miſtaken, and that both our tradi- 
tion, and teſtimony of the Roman Church was fallible, 
But then we urge, that they acknowledge both were infal- 
lible in delivering to them the Scripture, and teſtifying 
that it was the Word of God: thercfore in delivering , 
and teſtifying all the reſt, ſeeing the ſame teſtimony deli. 
vering many things together, muſt be of equall authority 
in all, and equally believed by them who accept of it as a 
lawfull proofe. All our pretended Reformers had no other 
ground in the yeare 1517. to believe Scripture as Divine 
Reyclation, but the teſtimony of the Roman Church, 

Therefore they ought to belieye all the reſt, or not to be- 

lieve Scripture, 

7 Iſaid, it concernes alſo our adyerfaries to grant, that 
their reformed Churches have no layfull witneſſes in 
matters of Faith ; becauſe there can not be that ſufficient 
knowledge which is required in alayfull witnefſe of Faith, 
without tradition, whereby it may appeare, that the Faith 
and ſenſe of Scripture of this age doth agree with that of 
the primitive Church. If once our adverſaries acknow - 
ledge laivfull witnefles of things paſt long ſince, without 
aconſtant, and never interrupted tradition , every man 
Whoſe ſpirit of ambition moves him , may pretend to'be 
truc hcireof any hereditary crowne, oreſtate; and with- 
out further. proofe then his owne 1vord, and ſpirit,or ſome 
obſcure text of Scripture , will exclude Kingsand others, 
Whoſe rights are grounded upon tradition. But if tradition 
be ſo neceflary to'preſerve,, and make credible the teſti- 
mony obmen in matters of cftates, and rights ig the Com- 
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mon-wealth , it can not be ſuperftuous to make credible 
the teſtimony af menconcerning matters of Faith. 

$ It remaines now we prove that the teſtimony of the 
Romin Catholick Church hath beene confirmed with ſu. 
pernaturall ſignes, or miracles. But ſeeing there arc in the 
Roman Church lawfull witneſſes who prove, that the 
Faith which they no profeſle, is the ſame with that of 
the primitive Church, miracles alſo are proved by the ſa- 
me ywitnefles, it being oranted by Proteſtants themſelves, 
that miracles were wrought in the primitive Church to 
confirme the Faith, which Chri#, and his Apoſtles taught. 
Yetin the Roman Catholick Church there are now law- 
full witneſſes, and have beene in every age ſince Chrifts 
preaching, that there have beene miracles done in confir- 
mation of the Roman Faith. This is evident to all who 
read the Eccleſiaſtical! Hiſtories of preſent, and paſt times, 
Neither can-our adverſaries deny, that we have hyfull 
witneſſes for miractes nviy wrought in our Church (even 
in confirmation of that Dofrine wherein we differ from 
them) and reported by ſo credibk teftimonies,that it were 
imprudence in any perſon whoſoever to deny them, which 
15 enough to propole ſufficiently our DoGrine as Divine 
Revelation. | 

But Preteſtants do not believe our miracles, becauſe 
they imagine that they are againft Scriptures , that is, a- 
gainſt their owne interpretation of it, and that ſome mi+ 
racles have beene falſe , and forged. We do not ay that 
all things which the common people thinke to be mira- 
cles, are really true miracles, but ve affirme that true mt- 
zacles there are in our Church, and very frequent, conftir- 
ming that very DoQrine which Proteſtants rezeR: the for- 
very or knavery of ſome particular wicked men in feig- 
ning miracles, can not prejudice all, eſpecially ſuch as arc 
feene, and-experimented by perſons of knoyne integrity, . 
and learning, able ro difcerne betyweene-true and falſe mi- 
racles: otherwiſe it will follow , thar all the new Feſfta- 
ment mult be called in queſtion, or denyed to be Gods 
Word; becauſe Saint Thomas his pretended Ghoſpell , or 
Nicodemes his writings are condemned as forged, ov Apo- 
cryphall. ? B17 £2997; ! 345 27442 

"That 'no refermed Church of Protcftants: canhave lay- 
full witnefies to propoſe ſufficiently their Dofrine as Di- 
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and Herefie, Chap. XI. F3 
vine Revelation, is evident; becauſe for the ſpace of 1500, 
yeares, they were without any viſible-Church,or tradition; 
therefore their witneſſes alſo are inviſible , and by contc- 
quence not lawfull , or credible, Fox and others made a 
certaine Catalogue of mea who oppoſed the Dadttrine of 
the Roman Church in former ages; but they were known 
Hereticks, and did neither agree amongſt themſelves, nor 
with Proteſtants, in their Tenets, or Religion , as hath 
beene demonſtrated by Father Per/ons in his Examination 
of Fox his Kalendar, and by many others. 

9 I conclude therefore, that ſeeing Proteſtants grant 
there is, and hath alwayes beene a Catholick Church upon 
earth, and that Church muſt have layfull wv itneſles reſtity- 
ing their DoQrine to be Divine Revelation ; it being evi. 
dent, that no Congregation of men can produce any tuch 
lawfull witnefles, - but the Roman Catholicks ( amongit 
whom I include alſo them of the Grecke Church vyho a- 
orce with us) its alſo evident, that there can be no Church 
Catholick but the Roman. 
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Y/hether Tranſubſtanriarion, and the lawful. 
neſſe of the worſhip of Images be ſufficiently 
propoſed by the teſlimeny of the Roman Ca- 
tholick Church, 45 Drive revelation ? 

and whether Proteſtants have any 
lawfull exceprions againſt them? 


x Here are ſo many Bookes printed in defence 
of theſe Catholick Tencts, that I judge « ſu- 
perfluous to treate of them ex profeſſo, I will 
onely anſixer ſome exceptions that Prote- 
ſtants have made againſt them to my ſelte, in 

diverſe occaſions. That the Roman Church doth propoſe 

theſe articles ſufficiently as Divine Revelation, is cleare ; 
becaule it propoſeth them by the ſame teſtimony , and 
confirmed by the ſames ſignes, whereby it propoſeth 

Scripture to be Gods Word: this laſt prapoſall Prote- 

ſants themſclyes grant co be ſo ſufficient , that no man 
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may in prudence deny it. Therefore the ſame muſt be ſaid 
of all thereſt, andin particnlar of Tranſubſtantiaticn, and 
worlhip of Images. 

2 Butlet us heare the exceptions of Proteſtants againſt 
each of theſe myſteries, Againſt Tranſub/antiation they 
object the evidence of our ſenſes; it never being rea in 
Scripture (fay they) that God by a miracle deceived mens 
ſenſes, or made appeare to rhem one thing for another, 
Moyſes and Aavons rod in Egypt, was really converted into 
a ſerpent, and ſeemed fo allo co the ſenſes of the ſpeta- 
tors. The Magicians rods ſecmed to be ſerpents co the 
ſenſes, but really were not. From hence they conclude, 
that by falſe miracles, and illufions the ſenſes may be de- 
ceived, but never by true ſupernaturall ſignes, or mira- 
cles. Againſt Tranſubſtantiation they objef alſo novelty of 
the word, and of che thing defined , which was in the 
Councell of Laterazy firſt, and after in the Councell of 
Trent. ; 

3 As for worſt ip of Images they looke upon it as ido- 
latry, or atleaſt asathing inclining the common people 
to it, and therefore both dangerous,and unlaw full, Some 
objetalſonovelty againſt it, the firſt time (ſay they) wor- 
ſhip of Images was heard of, being ſome 800. yeares ago,in 
the ſecond Councell of Nice. 

4 Now to their firſt exception, and the evidence of 
their ſenſes againſt Tranſubſtantiation, I anſwer, that the 
ſenſes are not deceived , becauſe ( according to common 
Philoſophie) their proper obje& (which are the accidents) 
do remaine. But ſecing divers both Catholicks, and Pro- 
reſtants do deny that there be any accidents ſeparable from 
their proper ſubſtance, my ſecond anſyyer is, That there 
are tivo ſorts of miracles. Some miracles are wrought, not 
to be ſeene, but to be believed; becauſe they are nut one- 
ly miracles, but alſo myſteries of Chriſtian Faith. The In- 
carnation, orUnion of God and man in one perſon is one 
of the greateſt miracles, yet it was not done to be ſeene, or 


manifeftedto our ſenſes 1nthis life, but ( being concealed 


from them) tobe believed. The miracle of Tranſub/tan- 
thation'is called by Chrift himſclfe Myſterium Fidei,a myſte- 
ry of Faith; it was not done to be perceived by our ſenſes, 


but to be believed by our underſtanding, 


s Cther miracles there are which haye been wrought 


y 
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by God, to the cnd they may move us to belicye , not 
themſelyes, ( for they are ſeene, and manifeſt ) but ſome 
other revealed truth; -theſe miracles are patent to our ſen. 
ſes, becauſe they give us ſufficient evidence, that the my- 
Keries of Faith may prudently be credited as Divine Reye- 
lation, Such was Moy/es his miracles in Egypt; the rod was 
not turned into a ſerpent, that ®harao, and the Egyptians 
ſhould believe what they did ſee with their eyes, bur that 
they ſhould believe fomewhat elſe, to wit, that Moyſes was 
ſent by God. 

6 Suppoſing this difference bet,yeene miracles , there 
can be no difficulty in anſwering the objection made by 
Proteſtants againſt Tranſub#antiation, Miracles which arc 
not wrought principally to the end that they may be be- 
lieved by Faith , bur rather to the end they may be evi- 
dently ſcene, and by their mcanes other myſteries belie- 
ved, can not deceive the ſenſes ; becauſe then they would 
be of no uſe, Gods providence, and endin working them, 
would be fruſtrated. Miracles which are together myſte- 
ries of Faith, and are done that they may be believed, and 
not ſcene, muſt not appeare evidently to our ſenſes , but 
rather be concealed from them; otherwiſe we ſhould have 
evidence, and beliefe of one thing in the ſame time. The 
myſtery of Tranjubſtamiation is a miracle not to be evi. 
dently ſeene, but to be believed. Therefore its no mervaile 
that it be not patent to our ſenfes: when Chrift rarned 
water into wine, he did it in ſuch a manner, that the ſenſe 
perceived it to be wine, becauſe from that evident and 
ſenſible miracle, they might inferre, and believe, that he 
was the true Meſſtas, But when he changed bread, and 
wine into his owne Body, and Bloud, there was no appea- 
zance of change, it ſeemed to remaine ſtill bread , becauſe 
the inſenſible change of one ſubſtance to anuther, was a 
myſtery to be credited, and not to be ſeene, The Manna 
(which was a figure of the Bleſſed Sacrament of the Altar) 
did favour to the Jewes whatſoever they fancicd, though 
it remained the ſame ſubſtance it was before : I ſee there. 
foreno reaſon why we Chriſtians ſhould give more cre- 
dit to our palat, then the Jewes, who had as much rea- 
ſon to doubt of the Manna, as we of the Sacrament ; nay 
we have lefle, becauſe Chrits words are ſo abſolutely,and 
cleare, This is my Body : if it be his Body, it is not bread ; 
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cing impoſſible that Chriſts Body ſhould be bread. 
7 Secing God will not have the myſtery of Tranjib- 
flantiation be evident to our ſenſes, its not to be thought 
either ſuperfluous or incredible, that the ſpecies, or ap- 
pearance of bread and wine, worke the ſame effes, which 
their ſubſtance would have done, if it were preſent: for, 
God is as coherent in ſupernaturall things , as in naturall; 
its neceſſary therefore for the concealment of this myſte- ' 
ry, and for the merit of Chriſtian Faith , that no y/ant of 
x <a ſubſtance of bread, and wine, may be perceived in the 
Sacrament by any curious experience of men, who would 
eate, and drinke onely conſecrated ſpecies. The not mani- 
fciting this great myſtery to our ſenſes, requireth, that the 
ſame effefts be worked by the ſpecies, as by bread, and 
wane. 

$8 Some Proteſtants thinke it a contradiftion that one 
body be preſentin many places together, Bur all Catho- 
licks hold that Chrr/ts Body, and Bloud, have a fpirituall 
pr—_ in the Sacrament, which once granted, there can 

e no difficulty in believing that our Saviours Body , and 
Bloud, may be in many places at the ſame time ; becauſe 
its granted to all things 1 hich have a ſpirituall preſence, 

9 If any inquires, how can a body have a ſpititvall pre- 
ſence? Ianfiver him with demanding, how can a ſpirit 
have a corporall preſence? Ho,y can an Angel have the 
appearance, an1 preſence of a young man? whereof there 
are many examples in Scriptures Whence it followeth, 
that our ſenſes may be deceived , or (to ſpeake more pro- 
perly) may give occaſion to the underſtanding to be decei. 
ved, not onelyin the myſtery of Tranſubtantiation, but al- 
fo in others, expreſſed in Scripture jwhich is contrary to 
what our adyerlaries object. Angells ſeemed to the eyes 
of Abrabam, lo/ue, Tobias, and others to be young men, 
and yet they ierenor men, but ſpirits. 

10 As for their aying that Tran/ub/antiation is a no- 
relty brought into the Church by the Councell of Lateras 
an. 1215. irsa miſtake; becauſe the very condemning of 
of Berengarius as an Heretick, for impugning this myſte- 
ry, doth demonſtrare it was no novelty; but believed as 
an article of Faith, not onely before the Councell of Lare- 
ran, but ſince the Apoſtles, For otheryife , how were it 
p oflidle that the PatriMchs of Hieruſalem , and gpyrmne"ug 
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nople, 70, Metropolitanes, 400. Biſhops, and 800. Con- 
ventuall Priors, who were preſent at that Councell, ſhould 
all agrceto declare Tranſubſtantiaticn to have beene revea- 
led by God to the primitive Church, and yet the ſame to 
be at the ſame time invented , when the Councell defined 
it ? The Churck doth not make nexy articles of Faith vyhen 
it defines any controverted Doctrine, it onely declares, 
that ſuch DoGrine was delivered to the primitive Church, 
though perhaps it was not propoſed generally to all 
Churches, anc Catholicks; it groundeth the definition up- 
on Scripture, or Tradition. The ſame which Proteſtants 
object againſt the word Tranſubſtantiation, did the Arrians 
againſt Conſubſtanttality in the Councell of Nice, ſaying it 
vas anovelty, and not in Scripture, ® 
11 The lawfulneſle of 5, orſhipping Images is ſufhcient- 
| y propoſed as Divine Revelation by the ſecopd Councell 
of Nice in theſe yiords: Ve do unanimouſly profeſſe 10 ſtick 
70 Eccleſiaſtical traditions which are m ferce euther by cuſtome, 
or writing ; whereof cne # the making of Images, Which ts 
agreable tothe Ghoffell, and profitably invented for the belieſe 
of Gods true Inrarnation, Thu ſuppoſed , following the beaten 
rode, and the ſteps of our Divine, and holy Fathers, and obſer- 
ving the traditicn of the Catholick Church , wherein the holy 
Ghoſt doth iahabirate , we define that holy lmages ought to be 
worſhipt &e. of Chrift, of our Lady, Angells, Satnts Ge, For 
o the diſcijline of our holy Fathers doth conclude, as alſo the 
tradition of the Catholick Ckurch, which ffotn one end to the 
1 her hath received the Ghopell. 
12 Not; ithſtanding this cleare teſtimony of the Ca+ 
holick Church, Proteſtants confound the yy orſhip of 1» 
mages x,ith idolatry, not diſtinguiſhing bety'cen an mage, 
and an 1dol (1dol ſignifies the likeneſle of a falſe God; 1Ima- 
ge is the likeneſle of any thing that doth , or may exiſt ) 
anſlating in the Engliſh Bible !mage for 1do!, and make 
he poore ignorant people believe, that ye Catholicks 
dare not ſet doyine in our Cathechiſmes tize firſt Com- 
andement ar full, as it is in Scripture; becaule it forbid- 
dcth worſhip of Images: whereas out of the very text it 
pppeares, that God forbids onely the 1:keneflc of any thing 
O be adored as God, or made to that purpoſe. In Caniſiu 
he Jeſuite his Cathechiſme is ſer doyne the firſt Com. 
andement as it js in Scripture, In all other Cathechiſmes 
the 
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the ſubſtance of the firſt Commandement is ſet downe:þ,y! 
for in adoring but one God is implyed, we muſt not wor-fþ, 
Thip any other things as Gods. It might be as well obje-f| + 
&ted againſt our Cathechiſmes, that in the laſt Comman.-ſ., 
dement we put io briefe onely theſe words , Thou ſhalt not, « 
covet another mans goods; omitting oxes, and afſes &c, whichſſ,y 
theſe wiſe Objedtors put us in minde of. Cathechiſmes, be 4,1, 
ing briefe inſtrutions for childrens memory, require theſe, , 
ſhorteſt expreſſion of the ſubſtance of every CommandcJ,j,,, 
ment, | ere 
13 But when Catholicks urge Proteſtants with the ſamq, 6 
Commandement , becauſe they have their owne ſtatues... 
and pictures mace, which are as much prohibited by rthqþ, ,, 1 
Ccmmandemagt, as the ſtatues, or Images of Saints; theyſ, ;, 
can finde an explanation for thetext, and diſtinguiſh be, 
tweene civ:ll, and religious worſhip: we honour (ſay theyb,,,. 
Kings, and Princes Images with acivill worſhip onely, and;q 
not religioufly, as ye do the Images of Saints: which re 
ligious ;xorthip is due to God alone, I would faine kno; 
Why cannot religious worſhip have a latitude, and be mo 
re, and lefle, ſupreme, and inferior, as civill worſhip hathf 
Its civilitynot onely to worſhip Kings, butalſo noble men 
and others ho are their ſervants, but the ſupreme civ! 
worſhip is due onely to the King himſelfe; an inferior de 
gree is due to his ſervants, to every one according his cal 
ling. Whatinconveniency is it to hold the ſame ( wit] 
proportion) of religious worſhip, The ſupremereligio 
worſhip, which is called Latria, is due to God alone; wh 
may not there be an inferior degree of religious worfhig, | 
due to Saints, and their Images; religious worſhip beingg.... 
onely an exterior acknoxyledgement of ſome religious, of. 1. 
ſupernatural excellency in the perſon worſhipt: Saint Pq,,,.., 
zer is knoyne becauſe he was a Saint , and not becauſe h,;,,.. 
was a Fiſher. Sure Proteſtants yyill not deny, that thf ”; 
Saints 1 ho enjoy God, haye a ſupernaturall exceliencÞ,, ,- 
beſtoned upon them by his Divine Majeſty. Thereforf,. | 
the Saints (and by conſequence their Images) may be hqy;,, 
noured, with a religious worſhip of an inferior degree. þ,. 
14 Asfor the danger of idolatry amongſt the commojy , . 
people, we Catholicks. haye no reaſon te apprehend any, 
having ſolong experience of the contrary. We reſort mq, _._- 
re to the Church, or Chappell where one Image is , rag its fi 
anothe 
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ne:hother, according the graces which we receive our ſel. 
'Ol-ts , orthemiracles which we credibly heare to be done 
IE-F others. To perſiyade us not teibelieve any ſuch mira- 
an-Jes, is to take away all beliefe, and ſociety amongſt men, 
' nos evident ſome miracles done at theſe Images arc true, 
Ichough ſome may be falſe. For its impoſlible thar all the 
beFatholicks, ani many Hereticks , ſhould conſpire roge- 
Ger to deceive the world, and damne themſclves, for a 
ide ing which (iffalſe) imports moſt of them nothing. If 
 Þ.cre be miracles, the worſhip of Images can not be un- 
angyfull, becauſe God induceth not men by miracles to 
uc2nne; rather there is an obligation of believing, thar it is 
'therylawfull. And as for the danger of idolatty , there is 
ncÞ more in worſhipping Images, then there is, that the 
P-hmmon people of England ſhould cry up an Image , or 
EY ſhtue of the King, for their King, and rebecll with it a- 
Mint himſelfe, 
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rde Y Proteſtancy I meane all , and every point of 
cal that Dodtrine of Proteſtants, wherein they dif- 
WIT fer from any Tenet which Roman Cathalicks 
ar hold as a point nf Faith. The articles of Chri- 
i ſtian Religion in which they , and we agree, 


not be properly called *roteſiancy, becauſe they are in- 
erent to both, and were belieyed by us Roman Catho- 
5» "Fks long before any Proteſtants were ſeene, or heard of 
t 4 the world. Moſt of the articles of Proteſtancy, are ne- 
E ive, that is, 20z to believe Tran ſubſtantiation , Purgatory, 
; Ol lawftulneſſe of praying to Saints , or worſhipping them in 
enchr Imeges, &c, ſo that to bea Proteſtant, is, not to be- 
forh,.. Proteſtants on the other ſide ſay , that to be a Ca- 
e hd lick, is, to overbelieve, and to be a Proteſtant, is, to be- 
©» fe onely that which is neceſſary. But thenwe aske,who 
g- all be Judge of what is neceflary, and ſuperfluous? Not 
man Catholicks, ſay they, becauſe they are apart , and 
cerned, By the ſame reaſon we may exclude all Prote. 
Jts from judging, and not onely Proteſtants, but all 
he Chyi- 
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Chriſtians , becauſe every Church of Chriſtendome'prq8” 
tends to believe all that is neceſſary; all therefore and cv ®* 
Ty one may be exceptedl againſt, as a part, and concerne ry 
So that if Roman Catholicks be excluded from determP2® 
ning what is neceſſary to be believed, we muſt be judge?! 
by tne Turks, Pagans, or Jewes, in the controverſies q2%< 
Chriſtiana Religion, an of Scripture. Me thinks we CP*© 
tholicks are beter conditioned, more prudent, and moſ**> 
provident in our bcliefe, then Proteſtants; becauſe thous ath 
we ſhould believe too much , we can not be damned fq'*P' 
want of neceſſary belicfe ; we may lend ſome to © ave 
Neighbours, and reſerve to ourſelves as much 2s is necef ®** 
ſary. But Proteſtants ſtar upon ſuch nice termes wit" 
God, an.| the Church,that if they come not ſhorr of wh Fore 
is neceſſary (as twenty to one they will)their Neighbouf'*?» 
ſhall be nothing the better for their beliefe. the 
2 I might urge this argument in a ſerious way,and ve is T 
home, if this were its proper place, But to returne to th" 
queſtion, whether Prote/tancy be Hereſie ? I anfiver , thi"* 
all opinions, or Tenets, whether negative,or affirmatiy 
that Proteſtants hold contrary to that which the Ro 
Catholick Church believes as an article of Faith, are HF* 
relies; which I demonſtrate in this manner. Whatſoevſ%7 
opinion 15 contrary to any Dorine ſufficiently propoſF') ® 
as Divine Revelation, is Hereſie ; but all Proteſtants pi + 
per Tcncts, or opinions are contrary to ſome Dori 4" 
ſufhcicntly propoted as Divine Revelation Therefore f the 
Prortettaits proper Tenets, or opinions are Herefles. __ 
firſt propotiton 15 granted by our very adverfaries , at 
hath becne proved in the 3. and 4. Chap. The ſecond Þ'© 
clearce by what may be bortowed from the ſame Chapre odt 
and from the ,o, and I apply to our queſtion by this {| onde 
logilme. All the proper Tenets of Proteſtancy are co Otel 
trary to (ome Doctrine which the Roman Catholifs " 
Church doth teftifie ro be Divine Revelation; {rhat is, ſ” 2 
have beene reveale i dy God to the primitive Church;) b very 
the teitimony of the Roman Catholick Church is a fuBY * 
cicnt propolall of any Dodrine to be Divine Revelatid) nd 
Thccefore all Teners, or opinions proper to PrateſtandP7<<c 
are contrary to ſome Dodrine ſufficiently propoted Ort 
Divine Revelation, _— 


3 #f the ſecond propoſition of this laſt ſyllogiſme , ſho | 
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rEgument, be demonſtrated, Proteſtancy is demonſtrated 
þ be Hereſie. Therefore I prove it ( in my judgement ) 
ney ;clearly, That teſtimony is a ſufficient propoſall of 
rmþ9ds revealing any DoQtrine to the primitive Church, 
do Þich teſtimony is confirmed by miracles, and hath con- 
os Joued without interruption, being exhubited in every 
- C3g< (from the time of the Apoſtles to this preſent) by ho- 
offſt, and knowing mcn, But the teſtimony of the Roman 
ougatbolick Church hath all this, Therefore its a ſufficiens 
.d {J'0poſall of any Dodtrine to be Divine Revelation, or to 
) gave beene revealed by God to the primitive Church, 
rece bat the teſtimony of the Roman Church is confirmed by 
;Þiracles even in thoſe very points of Dofrine whercin 
By roteſtants differ from-us, is ſo evident, that no prudent 
dan, if not obſtinate, can deny,and is particularly proved 
the 13. Chap, For howis it poſſible , that all the world 
1 ve$5 1 faid before) ſhould conſpire to abuſe Proteſtants,and 
o tÞmne themſelves by feigning miracles; and that, not 
 eþhvely in this age, butin every age ſince the primitive 
atiybhurch, The forging of ſome is no prudent proofe that 
ll arefoiged If there are no miracles in the Roman Ca- 
zolick Church in confirmation of Tranſub/ſtantiation, Pur- 
ory, Worſhip of Images &c. there isno Faith to be given 
poly men whoſoever, 
$ v1) 4 Now it remaines onely to be proved, that there hath 
AriJe<2 2 continual] ſucceſſion of honeſt, and learned mer 
f the Roman Church in every age ſince the primitive 
Lhurch to this preſent, who did beare witneſle that the 
,PoErine which every reſpeftive former age delivered to 
zh g þ< next enſuing, and we believe as Faith, was revealed by 
2; pod tothe farſt Chriſtians. But this being evident by the 
(pndemning as Hereticks all thoſe who in any age held 
. coſſotcltant Tenets, and being alſo proved in the 10. Chap. 
colts ſupcriluous,and troublcſame to repeate it here againe. 
is,  hoſocver defires to be informed more at large , and of 
\;) bſy<fy pount 3n partieular,let him read the Proteſtant Apo- 
(:Þgy for the Roman Church, There he will fipde what I 
atich) £0 beſo-glearc, that our very learned Adverfaries are 
ancPIced to acknowledge it , and recurre to that old , and 
4 (clpiexate, ſhift of Hercticks,, who fay , thattheworg of 
en 4S net robe belicyed, as if the word of the ame men 
-, ho aflure-us that Scripture is the Word of God, were 


ſos credible 


bou 


Ys 


Irc 


\ 


62 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, 
credible in that, bur in nothing elſe. Of this we have (afÞif 
cnouph before in the 5. Chap, at 
s YetIyill not omit to argue againſt Proteſtants $3) 
Saint Ang«ſtin did againſt ewes, and Pagans with that jgP<r 
genious Dilemma, whereof I made mention in'the 3, Chaſ}<* 
Either the firſtlearncd , and honeſt men who adored tiſtar 
Bleſled Sacrament , believing there. was no bread in itÞ'2c 
worſhipt Images, &c, did ſee miracles to confirme the(ſÞin 
pretended novelties, which creptiin (as Proteſtant ſay) 1þ!* / 
the Chutch, or they did ſee no miracles to confirme the st 
If they did ſee miracles, Ihave my intent, If they did ſec! 
none, I have alſo my intent, | becauſe the greateſt of all mj2®! 
racles is; thatwiſe, andlearned men ſhould without anj Wh 
miracles ſeene, adore for God that which ſeemes to be V3 
picce of dread, and worthip a ſtatue, or pifture , which (Þ*< 
not onely contrary (as Proteſtants ſay;)to cleare Sctipturg an 
but alſo to common ſenſe, and reaſon. By the ſame Dienſ fie 
ma I prove that-cvery point of the DoArine of Catholich <<" 
againſt Proteſtants , was ſufficiently propoſed as Divinſ 'Þe 
Revelation.;Either it yas ſufficiently propoſed to the firſ tO 1 
Chriſtians who believed it,'or not. If it was , Proteftan ! 
15 Herefie. -]f it was not, how is it poſſible, thar not ond tick 
Iy the firſkwho believed, or taught theſe ſuperfluitics, buy} Me 
all the wiſe , and honeſt men of the world for many age Re: 
before the' pretended Reformation, ſhould impoſe upo dot 
themſelves unneceſfary articles; as neceſſary, and thereby CT: 
betray poſterity', and darnne themſelves , for belicvin{1 Þ: 
things which had no ground in Scripture, nor were teſti fim 
fted to tizem by any credible teſtimonies. of the Chriſtian MA! 
who went beforc them, tobe Divine Revelation? Alltna ly b 
Proteſtants <an fay in their ownedefencchark beene conf 21d 
futed inthe 3+ 4. 7.8. and 9g. Chap, for all muſt bereduce 
to three heads: 1. That Scripture, and Fathers are clear} 0+ 
agamft Roman Catholicks, - 2. Thar tae private: ſpirit PTE! 
for Proteſtants. 3. That Proceftames are neither obſtinarq<an 
nor Heteticks,-becauſe they do not believe rhar God re 
vealed Tranſab/iantiation, Purgatory, &c, All thefeth 
evaſions; 'and/more have brenecontuced in che forem 
tioned Odiapters, to whith I rcanir the Reader. ©: © - 
6 do not fee what exceptivaProtcftantstan'adde 
their formier'againft the ceftimaby 'of ric Roman Cachdpol: 
lick Chutth ,-unteſſt rhcy2(ay;;5thar it is wot make-arſRor 
I thi 


and Hereſie. Chap. XIT. 6z 
e ſaifbing prudently credible as Divine Revelation, becauſe we 
atholicks cannot make appeare by reaſon how what we 
Jſay, is erue, as, how accidents can be without their pro- 
;aper fubje& &c. but upon this ſcare they may as well re. 
je the myſtery of the Trinity, Incarnation , as Tranſub. 
Iſtantiation. The Catholick Church is not the Author of 
;i-}the Dodrine it propoſeth, its onely a witnetle, as Chrift 
ghimſclfe declared, when he ſent the Apoſtles to preach, 
y)t Te ſhall be my witneſſes in Hieru/alem ec. Oncly God who 
hengis the Author of Catholick DoQtine, can give a cleare 
d ſercaſon of ſome myſteries; and though the Church can 
1l m2t, its reftimony ought to be believed, Many Cloynes 
it an} Who unanimouſly fay they have ſeenc an Eclyps, or extra- 
2 be vagant inundation of the Sea, deſerve credit, though they 
ich j Þ< no Philoſophers, or Mathemaricians, and conſequently 
turd <an not giveany cleare reaſon ofan Eclyps &c. Therefore 
en the teſtimony of Catholicks ought not to be rejeted con- 
lick cerning Tranſubſtantiation, or any other myſtery , theaugh 
iving Rey can not givecleare reaſon for it; its enough for them 
e fic} tO recurre to Gods omnipotency. 
an 7 Bur how ( ay Proteſtants ) can we be called Here» 
ond ticks, or obſtinate, if we are content co ſubmit ourjudge- 
s,by ments, and believe what is ſufficiently propoſed as Gods 
J Revelation? We onely deny, that the Roman Church 
upoſ doth propoſe ſufficiently as Gods Reyclations their De- 
-rebl CTEes inthe Councells of Trent, and Lateran G4. To this 
-ying] have auſwered in the third Chap. and now againe do af» 
reſti] firme, that there is no Prince who doth propoſe hiscom- 
tian) Mands, and ſenſe concerning any matter, more ſufficent- 
[thay by his ſubordinate Miniſters, then God doth his Word, 
conj2ud ſenſe of Scripture, by the Roman Church. Becauſe 
ucel there hath not beene onely a continuall ſucccſſion of this 
tearſPoRrine we profeſſe, from the primitive Church to this 
rit JPreſeat (which neither the Greeke Church, nor any other 
natg can pretend to, having changed the Doetrine of Faith mo" 
d rg7e then once; ) but becauſe there do appeare ſuch evident 
threjfignes of the Roman Churches being appointed by'God 
med to declare to all the wort the true-Faith, and ſenſe of 
Scripture, that it maſt be obſtinacy in-the higheft degree, 
wet}to doubt of the ſufficiency of the Roman Churches pto- 
chdpoſall, and teſtimony. Firſt the converſion of Nations by 
«an Roman Catholicks in all parts of the world is evident. Sc- 
thi condly, 


AS,1. 


See Chap. 


G4 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick, Faith, 
condly, no other Church doth pretend to miracles , but 
we alone. Thirdly, we heare of no eminent ſanRity con- 
firmed by prophecy, and other ſupernaturall ſignes inany 
Church but in ours, Fourthly, there is no unity,peace,or 
end of controverſies but amongſt us, all ſubmitting our 
judgements in matters of Faith to any generall Councel! 
approved by the Pope. Fifthly, no Church hath continual! 
tradition, and ſucceſſion of Doarine, but we Roman Ca- 
tholicks. 

8 All theſe ſigns are marks of the truce Catholick Church, 
and are ſo obvious to our ſenſes, that idiots may take no- 
tice of them; if they will but inquire, and ſpend as much 
time in that, asin reading the Hiſtory of their tors 


Countrey, or of informing themſelves of their Anceſtors. 
This is the true. reaſon why no Proteſtants can pretend 
ignorance of the true Church , nor rely upon the word of 
their Miniſters, If they inquire not , they will be damned 
for being ignorant, If aftcr due inquiry made, they beeo. 
me not Roman. Catholicks , they will be damned for He- 
reſie, not onely for denying the-truth of our Dofrine,and 
Faith, but alſo the ſufficiency of its propoſal He is a rebell 
who denyeth , that the accuſtomed exterior ſignes of the 
Princes commiſſion, and authority, which are ſcene in his 
Officers, is not.a. ſufficient propoſall of his will and plea- 
ſuie, to have the faid Officers obeyedas his Judges,or De- 
puties &c, I ſee no reaſon why the ſame ought not to be 
grated (with proportion) in our caſe; unleſle Proteſtants 
thinke that. Princes ought to be more reſpeRed in their 
Miniſters, then God in his Church; or that there is greate 
evidence required to believe that God doth {peake by hi 
Church, then to bclicve that Princes do ſpeake by thei 
ſubordinate Miniſters. Truly though this greater evidence 
were required , Proteftants can have no excuſe , becauſc 
the ſignes of the Roman Church are greater evidence, tha 
It alone is the true one,by which God declares,and ſpeak 
| eth his minde,then the ſignes of any Magiſtrate in a Com 
mon-yealth, or Kingdome , are of the true regall auth 
rity of the ſaid Magiſtrate, by which Kings,and Princes de 
clare their mindeito the SubjeRts, See more in the 4. 
5 Cuaptcrs,  115:0104 -; n=: 
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and Herefie. Chap. X II I, 65 
> IDO 
VF hether any Proteſtants may be ſaved? 


Hough Proteſtancy be Hereſic, all Proteſtants 
are not Hereticks; there is a difference ( faith 
Saint Auftin) betweene Hereticks , and them 
who' believe Hereticks. The greateſt wits 
| may be milinformed, if they rely upon other 
mens informations. 

2 To the queſtion propoſed Ianſhy er; that ſuch Prote- 
ftants as neyer had any occaſion to doubt, whether their 
owne Religion be the true one, may be ſaved, if they ne- 
ver committed a mortall ſinne; becauſe they are baptited, 
and dye in the grace of God,. which they receiyed in the 
Baptiſme, Now whether there be any Proteſtants who 
never committed a mortall finne; the Lord knowes ; this 
I am ſure of , that there are very few in any part of the 
world, who have not great reaſon, and many occaſions to 
doubt of their owne Religion. Becauſe amongſt them, or 
neare unto the places where they live, there are Catho- 
licks; who (as Chriſtians and true Friends) advertiſe them 
of the falſhood, and novelty of their Sek, And though 
the Proteſtant Miniſters aſſure them, that they arein a ate 
way of falyation; when others as honeſt, and learne4 as the 
Miniſters tell them the contrary , they are bound, under 
paine of damnation, at leaſt to examine the truth, and 
grounds of both Religions, according their capacity, and 
poſlibility; which if they do ſincerely, that is, ſetting aſide 
all regard of honour, intereſt, conveniency, and all orher 
temporall aftecions, which obſtruQt the underſtanding, - 
God in his providence ill give them knowledge of the 
truth, and reſolution to embrace it. | 

3 But in caſe Proteſtants contemne the charitable jyar- 
nings giventhem by Catholicks, of the Schiſme, and He 
reſte wherein they are involved, and negle& Gods inſpira- 
tions of examining the truth; thefe is no queſtion to be 
made that if they dye in that condition, they are damned; 
becauſe though they were brought up Proteſtants ,, they 
had rcaſon to doubt of their Religion, ſecingas honeſt,and 
E learned 


66... 4 Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick_Faith, 
learned men as thoſe that gave them their education, and 
inſtruftion, aivertiſed them ſeriouſly of their danger. And 


not to examine whether the danger be reall , or not, ina |. 


matter of ſo high concernment, is not excuſable; no igno- 
rance can be pretended, .after they are admonithedby ſo- 
ber, and honeſt men. 

Iconclude therefore, that onely ſuch ſilly ſoules as be- 
lieve the Pope hath hornes,and the Jeſl uits cloven feere, can 
be excuſed by ignorance from damnation, for not believing 
as Catholicks doe ; becauſe if any ſuci be, they are ſoſim- 
ple, that they believe all which the Miniſter ſayes, as Gods 
Word, an that nothing ought to be called in queſtion. 
How many Miniſters there be, | ho deſerve this credit, and 


eſtceme of infallibility, even amoneſt the Jeattprying, and 


{imple people, let their owne Parithes, and the world defi- 
ne, This I dare fay, that there are few Proteſtants who 
commit not at leaſt one morzall ſinne; and that is enough 

; to damne them , though: their invincible tonorance ( as 
ſchoole men ſpeake ) may excule their want of true Faith. 
But the want of Charity is as damnable as the want of 
Faith; and y,c have no reaſon to judge that God will do fo 
extraordinary a favour to Proteſtants, who are out of the 
Church, and have not the helpe of the true Sacraments, as 
to give rhem anad of contrition in the laſt houre. 

4 TI have often ſaid, that I can not but admire to ſce 
any perſon of ſolid juigement, and good underſtanding, a 
Proteſtant. The more I contider the grounds, beginning, 
and progrefle of theſe new Religions, the more 1am con- 
firmed in my admiration What matter can then be of 
greater wonder, then to ſee wiſe men preferre the teſti- 
mony of ſome few yanton, and difſſolute Prieſts, and 
Friars, to the teſtimony of the grave, and ancient Fathers 
of the Catholick Roman Church? Let the Councell of La- 
teran be confronted with Cranmer, an1 the fix or ſeven 
Miniſters, who invented the Engliſh Church,and with the 
Paliament that confirmed it. Let both the Councells of 
Lateran, and that of Trent, be compared with the petty 
Aſſemblics of Miniſters in the Engliſh Proteſtant Church, 
or inthe Kirke of Scotland, Dort, or any other,pretending 
Reformation. Shall a few: Miniſters know betrer the Ca- 
tholick tradition, the ſenſe of Scripture, and Fathers, then 


' the Counccll of Lateran, wherein fate two Patriarchs,and 
| | the 
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the Pope, 70, Metropolitans, 400. Biſhops, 800.Conven- 
tuall Priors , all learned men, out of the moſt parts of 
Chriſtendome ? Shall one Apoſtate #aulo Dolce his word 
be raken concerning the Councell of Trent, andpreferred 
to tae teſtimony of a!l the Catholick Churches, which 
hath accepted all its Decrecs in matters of Faith ? I ſpeake 
not of other Councells, nor of the cleare teſtimonies of 
Fathers, which are obvious toall perſons who underſtand 
Latin, in Bella: mine, Cocctes, and other Authors, 
_ $5 Moſt of all I admire to ſee any perſon ſtick to the 
Common prayer Booke, or to that Church , as if it were 
the true Catholick, Hozy is it poſſible, that God ſhould 
permit the publick exercite of Catiiolick Religion, and 
Church,to be brought ſo low,and to ſo narrow a compaſlle, 
as :..c ſee the Common prayer? If Antichriſt reigne were 
come, or the Turke had poſleſſed the whole world, then 
it migit be thought , that the Church fled to the wilder- 
neſſe, and became almoſt inviſible; but when (through the 
mercy of God) ve ce Chriſtianity flouriſh, not onely in 
Europe, but in all other parts of the @orld, how is itcre- 
dible, that God ſhould permit the true , and pure exerciſe 
of Catholick Religion to be inviſible ? 

6 Therefore I judge it a duty of conſcience, and chari» 
ty, to warneall Proteſtants, that they may be pleaſed to 
refle& upon the Authors,and firſt Apoſtles of their Refor- 
mation Is it credible that God would make choice of 
ſuch wicked perſons as they were knowne to be,to reform 
his Church? Suppoſe there were ſome abuſes in the Court 
of Rome; mult therefore the Popes authority be treadun- 
derfoot? Mult Kings looſe their Cro;ynes, becauſe ſome 
Courtiours arc lcd ? If Luther had beene appointed to 
preach for Indulgences , he had never writ againſt them, 
the Pope,or the Church of Rome. If Henry the VIIL had 
prevailed ;vith the Pope to declare null his mariage with 
Queene Catharine of Spaine, he had nieyer made himlelfe 
fpirituall Head of the Church of England. If Calvin had 
obtained the Biſhoprick of Geneva, Puritans had never 
beene o fierce againſt Epiſcopacy. If Queene Elizabeth 
had not beene declared illegitimate by the DoEtrine , and 
Charch of Rome, the Common prayer, and Reformation 
had cnded with Edward the VI. who begunne it, Doth not 
the world ſec, that theſe pretended Reformations of Reli- 
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gion were oncly pretexts for Princes to obtaine their po- 
litick ends; and for diſlolute, and incontinent Clergy, to 
game authority , whereby their hberty, and viees might 
not onely be excuſed, but applauded by the ignorant, and 
common people, Let Proteſtants therefore examine how 
things paſt, becaule ignorance in ſo importaat a matter 
can not be warranted by relying upon other mens judge- 
ments, ſeeing they may ſo eaſily informe their owne. 

7 Neither ought they to ſooth themſelves with that no 
lefle uſuall, then groundleſſe excuſe, Agree you Elergy 
men amongſt your iclves,and we yyill agree, & ſubmit our 
judgements &c, But untill then, ve are not obliged, ſee- 
ing, our Miniſters are learned , and honeſt men. We Ca- 
tholicks declare to allthe world, and the ſame muſt Prote. 
{tant do, that the Church out of which there 1s no talva- 
tion, may be ſo calily diſcerned from all falſe Sets , by 
lignes ſo viſible and obvious to all perſons though illite- 
rate, that to rruſt to Miniſters teſtimony in fo important 
a matter , is daminable negligence; eſpecially ſeeing we 
charge them of not believing Clergy men , .nor ordained. 
As for the Proteſtant Miniſters being learned , and honeſt 
men, its ccrtaine that either we, or they want learning, or 
honeſty , and that either they, or we impoſe upon the 
pcople manifeſt talſhoods; w hich may caſfily be diſcove- 
1ed by any perſon, that delires ro be ſaved. Let our Do- 
&trines, and Tenets be examined, and it will clearly ap- 
peare, that the Proteſtant Faith doth tend to liberty of be- 
heving, and doing what, eycry man rthinkes convenient ; 
which is an infallible marke ot Kerclie, and damnation. 
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CHAS MIV. 


VVhether Proteſtancy be manifeſtly againſt rea- 


fon, and common ſenſe? and how may the moſt 
learned Proteſtants be convinced in diſpu- 
res of Religion by every illiterate 
Roman Catholick : 


SYS” 1 


l He true Chriſtian and Catholick Religion is 
ſo evidently credible, that all others muſt ne- 
ceſlatily be evidently incredible, It is not in 
Religion, as in caſes of morall Divinity. Tivo 
contrary opinions in morall matters may he 

prudemt]y followed ; each of them as probable ;* becauſe 

there arc learned men that patronize both, It there were 
two, or more Gods, and they could difter in opinion, or 
judgement, men might accommodate themſelves to 
which they pleaſed Bur ſeeing there is but one God,there 
mult be but one Faith, and one Religion. This one Faith 
is more then any probable opinion, it is an undoubted 
and prudent atlenr of the underſtanding, to whatfoever is 
ſufficiently propoſed as Divine Revelation. An undoubted 
and prudent als doth ſuppoſe there can be no prudent 
probability in any other contrary Faith, or Church : fot, 
if once ye grant, that two Religions are probable,or pru- 

dently credible, we have none at all; becauſe we referve a 

doubt of both, and are indiffcrent for any. True Faith ad- 

mits no doubts, or indifferencies. Suppoling this , no 
prudent Proteſtant can take ill that, 4 hich I intend to pro- 
ve in this Chap. unleſle he will have Catholicks acknow- 
ledge,that they have one true Faith,or Chriſtian Religion, 

2 If it be proved that Proteſtaney is contrary to reaſon, 


1ts evidently demonſtrated to be a falſe Religion, becauſe 
whatſoever is againſt reaſon can not be true. The true 
' Chriſtian Faith doth perfet the underſtanding,and not de- 


ceive that faculty of man, whereby he is diſtingwmſhed 


*from brute beaſts, God is the Author both of Realon,and 
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Religion, one muſt be ſubordinate to the other ; its true, 
Fairh is above Reaſon, but never ſtands in oppoſition yvith 
it, thcre muſt be good correſpondence betweene both. 
Rationall creatures arc ſaved by a rational way There is 
a'generation of men that thinke, none can enter into the 
true Church by Faith , if he leaves not his wits behind 
bim at the doore; ſo great an antipathy they conceive 15 
betj, ecne Faith, and Reaton, that to embrace the one, is 
to renounce, holy, and exclude te other. This errour 
Proceeds from confounding tize myſtery beheved with 
the beliefe, Its very certaine that tletruth of Divine my- 
ſeries ought not ro be centured by human underſtanding, 
becauſe they are above its reach ; that which ſeemcth ro 
man very improbable, may be an infallible verity. But that 
ye fall notinto extreames, on the other {ide , its fir we 
know, that no perſon is bound to belieye any myſtery he 
underſtands not , before he ſeeth reaſon to believe it: 
though that reaſon cleares not the myſtery , yet it makes 
manifeſt our obligation to believe it. None is bound to 
part with his oy ne Religion, or opinion,before he know- 
eth upon whar ſcore, There 1s nothing ſo much , and ſo 
properly our owne, as our theughts ; our lands , and all 
other properties may be forced from us, our thoughts 
can not, they remaine free , though our ſelyes ſhould be 
ſlaves, Seeing therefore its a right of nature, n2tto part 
with our one g00ds, being in poſſeſſion , unleſle better 
evidence be produced by others, then we can few for 
them ; the ſame right muſt be extended to our thoughts, 
even in matters of Faith ; becauſe the Lazy of grace doth 
rather perfe@, then deſtroy the Law of nature, and equity. 
3 Toprove that Proteſtancy is manifeſtly againit rea- 
ſon, its enough to prove, that it 15 manifeſtly againſt rea- 
ſon to believe as Proteſtants 1o. There is,not one article 
of 2ny Proteſtant Church, oppoſite to the Roman Catho- 
lick Faith , thar is,, not manifeſtly againſt reaton in this 
ſenſe, This aſſertion may be proved fuſt, becauſe Prote- 
ſtancy is Hereſie, as hath beene proved in the 12. Chap. 
and Hereſic is manifcitly agaiaft reaſon; tor Herefte invol- 
ves obſtinacy, and an abſunate man is manifeſtly unrea» 
fonable; becauſe he is guided by his. willnot by his under- 


| Nanding, None can properly be obſtiuate, if not convin- 
' ced; conyinccd none can be but by cleare reaſon, or by 


layfull 
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lawfull witneſſes, to whoſe teſtimony evident reaſon 
commands all men give credit , and ſubmit their judge- 
ments,if rhere be not cleare evidenceagainſt it. All Com- 
mon-ealths do acquieſce in, and take the word of honeſt 
men, in both publick, and private affaires; as in puniſhing 
Malefa&tors, diſpoſing of inheritances &c. That the Ca- 
tholich Church hath a great multitude of lawfull wirneſ- 
ſes, and teſtimonies againſt Proteſtancy hath beene de- 
monſtrated. Therefore Proceftancy is manifettly againſt 
naturall reaſon, which diQtates to all rationall creacures 
to conform themſelves to the teſtimony of la;.full wic- 
neſles, when they have no evidence againſt the ſaid reſti- 
mony. Proteſtants can not pretend evidence of reaſon a- 
eainſt Catholick Tenets , becauſe they are above reaſon. 
Evidence of the private ſpirit is ridiculous, and incredible 
to others, therefore unfit for the true Catiiolick Church, 
as hath beene proved in the 9, Chap. There remames one- 
ly their pretended evidence, or clearnefle of Scripture, 
which hath 'beene alſoo confuted in the 8. Chap, Other 
law full witneſſes againſt ours, they have none, unleſle we 
grant that an inviſible Church never heard of before Lu- 
ther, bath lay full teſtimonics. And as for the ſentences of 
ſome Fathers which they wretit in their owne behalfe, we 
produce others againſt them of the ſame Fathers, in which 
_ explaine themſelves. Therefore its manifeſtly againſt 
reaſon to believe as Proteſtants do, becauſe they have no 
prudent ground for Proteſtancy ; their Faith is not above 
reaſon, but below it ; that is, unfit to be embraced by any 
rationall creature. 

4 Another manner of proving Proteſtancy to be mani- 
feſtly againſt reaſon, is , by this cleare principle. When 
witneſſes, an1 reſtimonies are contrary, they onely are to 
be believed, who confirme what they fay , with viſible, 
and evident ſignes. Sa/omon judged that the child ( abour 
whom there was ſo great a diſpute betwixt the two wo- 
men) did belong to her , who ſhewed a viſible, and ſenſi- 
ble horror againſt the dividing of the infant into two 
parts. Though the other was confident cnough in teſtify- 
ing the child was her owne, yct becauſc her teſtimony was 
not confirmed by any extcriour, and viſible {igne, the con- 
trary teſtimony was preferred, and believed by Salomon, If 
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72 A Treatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, - 
muſt examine, which of all Chriſtian Churches teſtimony 
is confirmed with evident , and viſible ſignes. No Prote- 
ftant Church(all of them being inviſible tor ſo many ages) 
can pretend ſo evident, and viſible figne. The Roman Ca- 
tholick Church doth not oncly pretend to viſible ſignes, 
but they are ſo evidently appearing in the ſaid Church, 
that no Proteſtant can deny them y;ithout forteiting his 
jadgement, or his ingenuity, The viſible ſignes of the 
true Church, muſt have ſo evident a relatjon to God the 
Author of both Church, and Faith, that whoſoever will 
refle&t upon the ſaid ſignes, can notprudently deny that 
they are a ſufficient proofe of God being the Author of 
the Doctrine, or Faith confirmed by them! There can not 
be a more rationall and ſufficient proofe of any Do&trine 
being raught by Chr:/?, and his Apoſtles, then a continuall 
ſucceſſion from them to us, both of Paſtors, and Doctrine, 
delivered from age to age by the Docers of the Church, 
See this in Eſay 59.21. Pal. 45.1 6. Epheſ. 4. 11,12, 
5s As for our ſucceſſion of Paſtors, it is confeſled by 
Proteſtant. Our ſucceſſion of Doftrine from the Apoſtles 
to this preſent, muſt alſo be granted; becauſe they could 
never tell us ( though contiaually preſſed in that particu- 
lar point) when did theRoman Church fall from the true, 
and ſincere Faith, which confeſſedly it once profeſſed And 
And truly before Proteſtants prove that the Roman Faith 
was changed inany age, they muſt firſt prove, that al! the 
Paſtors , and D-@ors of that age did conſpire together to 
damne borh themſelves, and poſterity, or, if they did not 
conſpire to fo incredible a thing, it muſt be neceſlarily 
faid, that in that age wherein the firſt change of any arti- 
cle of Faith happened, all the Catholicks of tae world we- 
re mad, or flept for the ſpace of a hundred yeares; becau- 
ſe if they were ayake, and ſober, its impoſſible, bur in ſo- 
me parts of the world ' nay in crery part, and Countrey) 
tome learned, and honeſt men would contra4itt fo dam- 
nable, and abominable praQtiſes , and advertiſe future ages 
of the innoyation of Chriſtian Religion, contrary to cleare 
Scripture, and the kno;xne belicfe of all Catholicksin for- 
mer ages. Its as evident therefore that we Roman Catho- 
lickshave not change that Faith,which we received from 
the Apoſtles, as it ts evident,” that there was not any age 
herein all the-yyorld contpired:to damne themfelyes,and 
. . their 
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and Hereſie. Chap. XIV. 73 
echeir pofterity; or, asit is evident, that there yvas not any 
age wherein all the world was ſo benummed , ſtupificd, or 
inchanted, that no Writer had the uſe of his fingers toſct 
downe in writing a matter of ſo great conſequence; ha. 
ving notivithſtanding the free uſe of their penne in rela- 
ting a thouſand other changes of lefle importance. We 
have no reaſon to judge that former ages cre leſle vigi- 
lant, and carefull jn preſerving the purity of Chriſtian Re- 
ligion, and the true ſenſe of Scripture, then the preſent is, 
becauſe their vigilancy appeareth by their ſuppreſſing of 
Hereſies in every age: 1 hich ſuppreſſion, and proteſtation 
againſt the ſaid Herelies of ev ery reſpeCtive age, Was never 
judoed, or condemned, for an innovation againſt the Do- 
Arine received fiom former times. ; bur ratheri is a confir- 
mationof it, ſo thatthe exceptions made by Berengariua, 
FValdo, and other ſuch perſons againſt Roman Catholicks, 
doth rather ſtrengthen, then tia the Doctrine of the 
Roman Church, ſceing their exception was ſo ſtrongly, and 
conſtantly cryed dowd ne by all the yor!d for innovation, 

6 Some have ſaid, that as gray heares groiy in a mans 
head, and thecorruption of a language growes on by lit- 
tle, and little, y,ithout particular notice taken of the preci- 
fetime ; ſo the change, and corruption of Religionhath 
crept in itſenlibly in he Roman Catholick Church. Bur 
thisis a moſt1illy ſimjlitude; as if men were as much con- 
cerned to watch the new growth of cvery gray heare, or 
the muſpronunciation of every word, as the Paſtors , and 
Do&tors of the Church, and all Chriſtians, are concerned 
to obſerve the beginning of a ney article of Faith; or as if 
this were no more oblery able, or making no more impref- 
ſion upon mens mindes, orno more change i in the practiſe 
of the Church , then a gray haire in a mans head, or an 
odde word in common ſpeach. Pur the caſe, that in this 
age, to fertile of fopperics, ſome great, and conliderable 
part of Chriſtianity ſhould ſet up a 1 calfe to be adored for 
the God of the Chriſtians, would this be no more remar- 
kable then a gray haire in a mans head? No leſſe remar- 

kable is it to hold up a wafer cake for the like adoration ; 
and over and aboye to oblige people to ſweare, thatitis 
no bread. Is it credible, or poſſible, that if in Berengariees 
his time, this had beene begunne , that the whole world 
would not haye cryed out againſt i it, and not onely the 


Dodttors 
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DoQors out of Scriptue, but the very children out of their 
Cathechiſmes haJ cryed it downe; or that ſo many Bi- 
ſhops, and learned men aflembled in ſo many Councells, 
namely in that moſt univyerſall compleate Counccll of L a« 
teran, ſhould have declazed ſo hard a matter to be aneceſ- 
fary point of ChriſtianFaith , and that ſo many ages ſince, 
ſhould have univerſally accepted it, and defined it againe 
in other Councels,if it had been a meer innovation, and not 
an ancient tradition, and beliefe of the Catholick Church? 
The like may be ſaid of the reſpe& ye give to Images, or 
any other articles of our Faith, 
7 Another evident , and viſible ſigne confirming the 
Toan,t4, teſtimony ofthe Roman Catholick Church alone, is, Mi- 
12. racles, whereof in all ages we have good ſtore to ſpare to 
the Proteſtant Churches, which never could produce one 
Lib 22.de cleare, and undeniable Miracle : whereas Saint Auſtine tel- 
Civit,Des leth us how that in thepreſence of him, andothes, a de- 
cap.$ prope vout woman called Palladia, who being ſore diſeaſed, and 
fnem. repairing for her health to the monument of Saint Stephen, 
recovered ſuddainlyher health by praying to the Saint: a 
thing now condemned by Proteſtants as ſuperſtition, or 
idolatry,and injurious to God, Ad {ani#um Martyrem(faith 
I. Aug.lib, Saint Auſtine) orare perrexerat, que mox ut #ancellot attigit, 
23, de Ci- collapſaſimiliter velut ad ſomnum, ſana ſurrexit &Fe There is 
wvit, Des not any point of our Faith , wherein Proteſtants differ 
cap.$. from us, but God hath ivorked miracles in confirmation 
Il.Naztan, of it againſt our adverſaries. See the Saints, and Fathers ci- 
in Cyprian, tedinthe margen for proofe of this Aſſertion: and in par- 
faith, Cme ticular concerning 1, Frayer to Saints, 2.Reliques, 3. the Ima- 
na poreſs ge of Chriſt, 4 reall preſence,s. Sacrifice of Chriſts Body,6.Pur- 
pulvis Cy. gatory, and prayer forthe dead, 7. the great vertue of the /igne 
Priani cum . of the 
fide eve, miraculum nfque ad nos tranſmiſerunt. Chryſoft.in ltbro contra 
Gentiles, 111, Exſebizes hiſt. 1 7.c.14. Athan de Paſſione imaginss Ghriftt 
in Berito alleaged in 2 Concil, Nicen, aft.4., IV.S.C bryſoſt.de Sacerdotto 
(5b. 6.c.4. V.VI, S Auguſt.de Crvit.Deil.z 2. c.$. circa mediuw. S. Gregor, 
hom. 7 in Evazng. S, Beda hiſt, l.q4. c.2.2, ante med, VII. S. Hieron.in viia 
Hilarionts verfus finem. 3, Athanaſuus in vita Amonij, VII, Epiphanius 
ber.z0.ante med. Theodoret.hift.l, 5.c.21. 1X. Cyprian.umn ſorm de lapſes poſ 
ned. S. Ambroſ in Orat funchri de obitu fratris ſus Satyrt cap.7, X.jOptatus 
tb, 2.contra Donatiſtas, Bernard.in vita Malachi. XI. Evagrian |. 4.C.25. 
XII. 1oann. Clymac hs in lib, Climax grad. 4. Beda hijt.l,5.c.14. XIII.S Ber- 
Sardis in Viia Malachia. 
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of the Croſſe, 8. Holy water, 9 reſervation of the Sarrament, 
10, Holy © hviſme, 11 Adoration of the Croſſe, 12. Conf" ſton of 
ſinnes 10 a Frieſt, 13 and extreme Vnction, 

8 Another cleare, and viſible ſigne of the true Ciurch, 
is rhe converſion of the Kings, and Nations of the Gentt- 
les. Onely the Roman Catholicks can challenge tais mat» 
ke, not onely in former ages, but allo int:.is preſent, as 1s 
notorious to our yery adverſaries in bot. the ines, lajon, 
Chma, #erj:a 3c. I kave heard of {ome Catholick Com 
treys perverted by Proteſtants, as England Sco:lund, Swe! = 
land 7+c.but never of any converted to Chriſtianity. Iryere 
tedious to runne over all the ſignes of the true Church : 
thele are ſufficient tro demonſtrate, that the teſtimony of 
Catholicks ought to be preferred in matters of Religion, 
befote the teſtimony of Proteſtants; becauſe ours is con- 
fi:med by viſible, and ſupernaturall ſignes; theirs with no- 
ne; unleſſe you 1ll take for true miracles 1okn Fox his n- 
diculous dreames,and ſtories, which he relates in his As, 
and monuments; a Booke ſo condemne {| by moft witc 
men , that one of them hearing a certaine perſon to be 
much taken with the reading of at,concluded him to be a 
very filly man, and of lefſe judgement then he was eſtce- 
me4 by others , that were ignorant of his being ſo addi- 
Qed to Fox. | 

9 If Proteſtancy be as contrary to rcaſon,and comTon 
ſenſe,as hath bcene hitherto proved,,vhat wonder 15 1',that 
any illiterate Catholick ſhould convince the moſt learned 
Muuſters,and pillars of Proteſtant Churches; unleſle it be 
ſuppoled rhat we are deprived or at leaſt, know not how 
to make uſe of our reaſon,and common lenſe? Controver- 
fies of Chiiſtiaa Religion are not to. be decided by examin- 
ing the truth of the myſterics1we beliceve;riar is ro be ſup. 
poſed,and not diſpured, To be a goo.! Controvertult , is 
not ro give realon of what you believe; but to give reaton 
why you belicve hat you underſtand not; this laſt : -qut- 
res no Greek, or Hebrey, nor Schoole learning, as 7 rhere- 
fore may b« as well performed by a Catholick Ciowae, 2s 
by a Bachelour of Oxford, or Cambridge. 

10 Now to deicend to particular methods, here>7 the 
learned Proteſtants may be convinced b; 1!hterate Carho- 
licks, 1 will oncly mention two, both of th-m yery ordina- 
IY » and ufuall, amongſt the moſt yuigar fait of people, 
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76 ATreatiſe of the Nature of Catholick Faith, 

The farſt is by asking of Proteſtants, What newes of Rehi- 
gion? The fecond by inquiring of them, by what right, or 
warrant,do they condcmne any article of the Roman Ca- 
tholickFaith? I do ſeriouſly averte, that every Countrey- 
man, who hath wir, and judgement enough to except, at 
the Afſites,againſt an iNegall,and falſe witneſle, hath leara- 
ing enough to convince incontroverſies of Religion, the 
molt learned Proteſtant Miniſter, And eyery carrier, or 
husbandman, who hath ſo much wit, and judgement, as 
not to believe an extravagant, and incredible tiiſtory , or 
ballads, of ſome ſtrange feigned Monſter, hath ivit, and 
judgement enough to convince any Proteſtant iwvhoſoec- 
ver, The reaton of this Aſlertion is very cleare ; becauſe 
there was never fo incredible a Monſter,or Chymera, com- 
poſed of fo many contradiftions, and impoſlibilities, as 
this ney fanglcd Religion, framed by the faucies of a com- 
pany of difloluce Prieſts, and Friars , pretending to have 
becne enlightened by the Spirit of God,and ſent by an ex- 
traordinary calling ( without miracles) to reforme not 
onely the manners, but alſo the Doctrine of the Catholick 
Church. What Countrey Cloyne amongſt Cathvlicks can 
be pertuaded to believe,that all this which the firſt Prote- 
ſants pretend, is true? Is it not obvious to every rationall 
creature, that God never made uſe of ſo wicke4 inftru- 
ments to retorme the world , and plant the true Religion. 
What evidence do Reformers produce againſt the DoQri- 
neof the Roman Church? what witneſles ? what ſignes to 
confirine their teſtimonies? Do Proteſtants agree among(t 
themſelves ? All this will be more clearly underſtood by 
the enſuing Conterence betiyeene a- Catholick Clowne , 
and a learncd Proteſtant Miniſter. 


SASY. 34) 


A Dialog berweene a learned Progeſiant Minifier, 
and a Catholick Clowne. 


It 4h. What newes good Maſter Door of yourEn- 

gliſh Proteſtant Church ? Mmniſt. As much'perfecu- 
ted as eyer Papiſts were by Queen Elizabeth. There is liber- 
ty given to all Sectarics, Anab aptiſts, Quakers,&c,we-onely 
ahi arc 
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and Hereſie. Chap. XIV. 77 
re excepted againſt, Cath, I ſce no realon why ye Prote- 
ſtants ſhould not be reformed by Puritans, and Quakers,as 
ye reformed us Catholicks ; Iam ſure they bring as many 
texts of Scripture againſt your Doctrine,and Diſcipline, as 


-. [ye did againſt ours, Miniſt. We reformed onely your Pa- 


piſticall abuſes that were contrary to the cleare Word of 
God, Cath. The ſame thing do Purrtans, or Presbyterians 


. ſay againſt you. But its incredible newes to me that, which 


you tell me, of any abuſes we ſhould have in our Chu rch, 


: [contrary to the expreſſe Word of God. Miniff,Didſt thou 
. ever read the Scripture? Cath, No truly. Minif, Ikneyy fo 


much: the reaſon why ye are not permitted to read the 
Bible, is, that ye may not dilcover the errours 1, hich Je- 
{uits,and other Maſle Prieſts tcach ye;as the reſpe& to Ima- 
ges,and Statues, praying to Saints, Purgatory &c. Theſe, 
and many more are clcarly contradifted by Scripture. Cath. 
Though 1 were permitted to read Scripture, I can not; be- 
cauſc I never learned to read. Yet I have ſpoken with ma- 
ny learned men who read Scripture , and they all unani- 
mouſly aſſure me,that there is not one word in all Scriptu- 
re, contradifting worſhip of Images, praying t0 Saints,or Pure 
gatory, Now, I ſeeno reaſon why I ſhould reject theirte- 
ſtimony, and take yours. 

12 Miniſt, Faith is a gift of God, thou mult not tye it. 
to any mans ſleeve : pray to God that he may give thee his 
Spirit. Cath, I have heard much of a Spirit that every one 
of ye Proteſtants, and Puritans,pretend to havc;but Icould 
never ſee any effec, or ſigne of it. Miniſt. We Proteſtants 
pretend no ſuch Spirit, Cath, How come ye thento alter 
the old ſenſe of Scripture , which was in England for a 
thouſand yeares before Edward the VI. if no Spirit did in- 
ſpire, or interpret the Scripture after the reformed faſhion, 
why did ye not ſtick to the old:vay 2 Mini#, Becauſe we 
could not in conſcience, there being ſo many cleare texts 
againſt Popery. Cath; That is incredible ; for in the ſpace 
of a thouſand yeares, ſome man or other would meet with 
thoſe clcare texts. Minit, Well,thou art an honett fellow, 
we will notdiſpute,thou art not capable of underſtanding 
what I have to anſwer to that objeftion of thine, Cath: 
Nay good Maſter DoQor, truſt my underſtanding for once, 
I pray reſolve my doubt, Min, Truly I muſt deale clearly 


E: ſand 


with thee, Iam of opinion that for the ſpace of one thou- 
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fand yeares paſt,all Roman Catholicks did hold damnable 
Dottrine, manifeſtly contrary to Scripture , yet I believe 
their ignorance did excuſe them from damnation. 

13 Cach. How is it poſlible that there ſhould be fo 
much ignorance in all the world for the ſpace of a thou- 
land yeares,thatnone could ſee thoſe cleare texts of Serip- 
_ ture 1; hich you,and other Proteſtants pretend to ſee? Man. 
Miſtake me not Countreyman, the texts of Scriprure 
which ye produce againſt your errours, and ſuperfluities, 
are not fo yery cleare,but that they may be miſunderſtood, 


if God doti: not enlighten the underſtanding , as he hath | 


. be] 
done to us Proteſtants. Cath. 1 thought you pretended no 


ſuch Spirit, or private inſpiration. I heare reported by cre- 
dible Authors , that the firſt Proteſtants, or Reformers in 
every Countrey,yere difſolute Pieſts, or Friars, who mar- 
ried, and lived not to exemplarly as the Catholick Clergy 


doth. Therefore 1 can not perſuade my ſelfe, that God 


would enlighten them more then us ; at leaſt F am not 
bound to believe it, unleſfe I fee miracles, or ſome other 
markes of ſanfity,which 1s more then ever I perceived as 
yet in any of your Religion. I hope you will pardon my 
freedome. Mtn. I warrant thou doſt believe all the mira- 
cies that are reported to have beene done ar Loreto, Sichem, 
and other Chappelis Didſt thou ever ſee any miracle thy 
ſelfe ? Cath. No indeed, but I have ſeencotizers who were 
preſent at the working of ſtrange miracles, as that of Na- 
ples, whenthe Jetuit Maſfriltis 11 as cured on a ſudden by 
Saint Francs Xaverius, and ſent by him to lapon,where he 
dyeda Martyr. Many others I have heard teſtified by cre- 
dible Authors, that I have as much reaſon to believe, as 
any ho ſhould end-avour to perſuade me the contrary z 
therefore trouble not your ſelfe in this matter, unleſle you 
will have me doubt of all things I heare , becauſe Ihave 
been deceived in ſomething Miz, Why believe not ye our 
muracles,as ye would have us believe yours? Cath. Becau- 
ſe we never heare of any cleare, and undeniable miracles; 
I am ſure ye have none to confirme the articles wherein 
ye Protcſtants differ from us, no nor any thac lookes like 
miracles yhen they are compared with ours. 

14 Miniſ,Secing thoudoſt not-clire to ſpeake, of mi- 
xades, let us returne to Scripture. - Grant, that the texts of 
Gods Word, whica we brog againkt Popery , _ not 
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and Herefie, Chap. XIV. - 79 
cleare ; muſt they not therefore be believed, becauſe (for- 
ſooth} they are obſcure. Chriſtian Faith muſt be obſcure, 
honeſt fallow. Doth not thy Pariſh Prieſt inſtru thee 
thus? Cath: My Paſtor, and Confeſlor both tell me, that 
the myſteries of Chriſtian Faith are obſcure, but never in- 
credible. Min. Now friend I have caught thee. Is itnot in- 
credible that there 1s no bread in the Sacrament of the Al- 
tar? Why therefore doſt thou believe Tranſubſi aniiaiionas 
a myſtery of Faith ? Cath. Ir is rather incredible there 
ſhould be any bread in the blefled Sacrament ; for if there 


' were, why ſhouldall Catholicks deny a thing that hath fo 


great appearance? Whether bread be there, or no, Prieſts 
have the ſame almes for ſaying Maſle : no gaine acrues to 
them by Tranſubtantiation, On the other fide, its impoſlte 
ble that all Catholicks ſhould be ſo mad, as to contradit 
their own ſenſes, if God had not commanded them not to 


credit their eyes and taſt in this Divine myſtery; but rather 


to rely upon his words, and believe, that the blefſed Sacra- 
ment 1s his Body: if it be Chri#ts Body,it can'not be bread, 
becauſe our bodics are no bread,and Chriſts Body is of the 
ſame nature with ours. 

15 Men, Alas poor ignorant ſoule! Chrifts words muſt 
be underſtood ſpiritually , be himſelfe toli the Diſciples, 
that his words are ſpirit, and life, Cath. I heard our Paſtor 
the laſt Sonday explaine that ſame text to confirme Tran- 

ſubſtantiation. For, he ſaid, that Chriſt is in the Sacrament 
truly ,and really, but with a fpirituall preſence, and that we 
receive his very Body, and Bloud, though not in a corpo- 
rall manner: there is ſome difference(quoth he) beryecne 
eating of Chriſts Fleſh, andeating a piece of beefe. This 
onely was Chrifts meaning,when he ſaid that his words we- 
re ſpirit, azd life, whichno way can prejudice Tranſubllan- 
tiation, though ſome Puritans thinke that they are contrary 
to the reall preſence, Whether bread be there,or no, Chriſts 
true Body, and Bloud, is received inthe Communion, ac- 
cording Proteſtants; ſo that it concerns them, as much as 
Catholicks, to interpret theſe words of Chri/ts, as we do: 
unleſſe ye will become Calviniſts, by ſaying, that ye cate 
Chrifts Body by Faith ; that is, ye believe to receive him, 
whenye do not; whichis a lying, and falſe Faith; or that ye 
receiye his grace, but nothimſelf; and that is to deny in 
plaintermes,the recall preſence, All this did our Paſtor teach 
ia the Cathechiſme. 16 Min, 
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. }6 Min, Well, in this matter none is bound to beliey 

your Paſtor,or his Cathechiſme: we betieve that Chriſt is 
really. preſent in the Sacratnent; but how he 1s there, we do 
not examine; neither ought the Roman Church, or the 
Councell of Lateran impole Tranſubſtantiation upon us,as a 
thing. neceſſary to be believed. Cath, 1 have heard talke 
much of that Councell of Lateran,they ſay there were pre- 


ſent thereat the Pope, and two Pattiarchs of the Eaſt, 70.Me-] 


tropolitans, 400,Biſhops, and $00 other learned men, out 
of all parts of the world If Tranſubſtantiation was not a 
neceflary article of F aith,they did very ill to declare it one, 
and condemne as Hereticks all ſuch as'denyed it, Yet me 
thinks,the teſtimony of ſo many learned men is of greater 
weight (Ipray Sir,patdon me it I offend you,I do not in- 
tend it)then the teſtimony of any reformed Church to the 
contrary, I never heard of ſuch a Councell in any Prote- 
ſtant Church, Its true, I heare that the Miniſters of Stratz- 
burg,and of the Church of Zurick,look as reverendly as the 
Proteſtant Church- of England; and have ſet forth as exa&t 
a Conteſhon of their beliefe, as ye have done of yours in 
the 359.articles; but I could never learn that any of you had 


ſuch an Aſſembly as the Councell of Lateran, or of Trent, | 


Therefore ye can not blame Catholicks to preferre the te- 
ſtimony of theſe Councells before the teſtimonics of the 
Church of Srtratzburg, Zurick,or that of Enghand,which was 
modeld(as our Prieſts tell us) by {ix Biſhops,and ſix other 
men,or the major part of them; ſeven of them were ſufh- 
cient to caſt Chriſtian Religion, take away Sacraments, al- 
ter the matter,and forme of them, and change the ancient 
ceremonies. Without doubt its more reaſonable to rely 
upon the Councell of Trent, then upon tbe twelve, or ſe- 
ven perſons that invented the Common prayer Booke,and 
the Ritual of the Engliſh Church, ; 

17 Min. Haſt thou ever heard of one Fr.Paulo,who yyrit 
the Hiſtory of the Councell of Trent , and deſcribes how ' 
the holy Ghoſt was ſent in a bag thither from Rome? ' 
Cath, I have heard: much of that man; they ſay he was no 
Saint,at leaſt of. our Church, and had a ſplecne againſt the 
Pope. If what he writes, were truc,not onely the Biſhops, 
and others who were ir- the Councell of Trent, had beene 


mad, or, lmpoſtors ; but all the Catholicks of the world,: {| 


who accepted the ſame as a true Councell,,' .qught to be 
«cclared, 


— 


declarcd, and recorded naturall fooles. Its more credible 
that Fr. Pamlo was a lying Knave, then that all the Catho- 
licks of the world are naturall fooles , or that all the Bi- 
ſhops of the Couuncell were Impoſtors, Therefore I can 
not believe his Hiſtory of the Councell of Trent, Truly his 
expreſſion of the holy Ghoſts journey in a bag, proves him 
to have been a profane fellow. They ſay his hiſtory is both 


1 ſolidly, and elegantly confuted by Palavicmi the Jeluite, 


Its ftrapge ro me, how ſober Proteſtants can belicye ſuch 
fopperies, and wicked praftiſes of the chief Prelats, and 
perſons of the Catholick Church 
18 Min, Hold there friend, Doſt thou thinke that one- 
ly the Roman Catholicke are the whole Catholick Church? 
ye are but apart, Cath. I am ſure Roman Catholick alone 
were the whole Catholick Church before that Luther, and 
Calvin begun their pretended Reformation. They, and all 
ye Proteſtants differ from us in Faith, Therefore ye are no 
part of the Catholick Church that was called fo in the 
year 1516. If God hath ſnſtituted another Catholick Church 
lince,and ye make thatappear, I am content to call ye Ca- 
tholicks; but untill then, Maſter Door you muſt excuſe 
me. Ain. Ye and we belicvethe ſame things, onely ye dif- 
ter fromus in ſome petty matters, not neceſlary to be be- 
lieved,as Tranſubſtantiation. Gath. Do you call that apetty 
thing, which theCatholick Church defined to be a matter 
of Faith? who ſhall be the Judge of what is neceſſary, or 
not neceſſary to be believed? Min, Not your Pope,nor his 
Councels, becauſe y are a part,and haye a prejudice againſt 
our Doctrine, Cath. So haye ye againſt ours, and by your 
conſequence ye mult not judge of it, Ye are beſt bejudged 
by the great Turke, if ye will not admit of the Pope to be 
udge of Controverſies in Religion. Yet its not credible 
that God would have us be judged by Turkes, or Jewes, 
What thinke you Maſter Door ? Min. But why ſhould 


;| the Pope,or Roman Church judge us Proteſtants, and we 


not judge them ? Cath, Your Proteſtant Churches are not 
yet come to yeares of diſcretion. Our Church was in poſ- 
ſeſſion of judicature before yours was born: ye muſt pro- 
duce better evidence then wecan ſhey;, before you can ra- 
tionally prezerfd to deprive us of what we polleſled theſe 
6, hun yeares. 
19 Min, I ncycr met with a more obſtinate Clowne 
= F then 
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then thou art, Cath. Why do you ſay I am obſtinate? Is ic 
becauſe I take not theword of your Engliſh Church (that 
is of 12. or 7,men) in matters of Faith, and Sacraments, a- 
gainſt the reftimony of all Catholick Councells , and the 
tradition of the w;hole Church ? Mp, I wonder that thou 
didſt not make mention of :radt:iwon before now. Woe to 
them that prefer the tra4itions of men before the Word 
of God! Cath. Idonot take Scripture{as you interpretit) 
to be the Word of Go-\ Our Preachers teach us, that the 
Word of God muſt neceſlarily involve Gods meaning,and 
ſenſe. Bur ye Proteſtants intrude your own fancies , and 
dreames, anq make them a part of Gods Word, rejeRing 
the true ſenſe, and meaning of Scriprure,which the Catho- 
lick Church had learned of the Apoſtles,, and preſerved 
from the firſt age of Chriſtianity to this preſent. Mint, 
What a calumny 1s this ? Name but one fancy, or new in- 
terpretation of ours intruded into Scripture. Cath. Do not 
ye lay that the reſpe& we give to Images 1s idolatry,or at 
leaft forbidden in Scripture , as a thing inclining men to 
idolatry? The Catholick Church condemned long ſince 
this fancy of yours as herefic : and ye make the common 
people belieye,that we are idolaters tor holding that ſenſe 
of Scripture,which bath been taught, and praQtiſed in the 
Church lince the beginning,as learned men aſſure us, and 
they ſay the ſecond Councell of Nice do teitifie. 

20 Min. Worſhip of Images is dangerous, and there- 
fore forbidden in Scripture, Cath If that be ſo, hoy did all 
the Church approve of it for ſo many ages, andſtick to it 
ftil}, notwithſtanding your contradiftions 2 We have men 
of conſcience and learning; how is it poſſible they ſhould 
damne themſelves, and others, for worſhip of Images ? 
Min.I ſee therc is no ground to be expeted by diſcourſing 
with thee, becauſe 11 hen thou art preſſed with Gods cleare 
Word, thou doſt recurre to the ttadition, and praQtiſe of 
the Canrch, and to I knojy not what miracles, Therefore I 
fear God hath delivered thee over to Sathan|, as an obfti- 
nate,and reprobate Heretick, Cath. Make it appear to me, 
that your ſenſe of Scripture is Gods meaning , and then I 
will not contradi& your Do&rine, But I ſee no prudent 
Sround to belieye,that your ney interpretations,contrary 
to the praftiſe, and tradition of the ancient Catholicle 
Church, ſhould be diftated-by God, On-the contrary fide, 

TY ye 


and Hereſie, Chap. XI. 83 
ye cannot deny, that we Catholicks have all the reaſon in 
the world to ſtick to our old ſenſe of Scripture,confirmed 
by ſo many miracles,and teſtimonies of antiquity. | 

21 Let this ſuffice to ſhew how illiterate Catholicks 
may convince the moſt learned Proteſtants. Our caulc is 
ſo good, andcleare, that common ſcnſe is enough to de- 
fend it, and confound our greateſt, and moſt able adverſa- 
ries. No Catholick Clowne can be convinced by any lear- 
ned Proteſtant, if he be not more then ordinarily ſunple, 
Truly there is nothing more incredible, then that all the 
viſible Churches of the world ſhould have beene forſaken 
by God,and in damnable errours,for ſo many ages, as Pro- 
teſtants pretend; and that to reform the world,God ſhould 
pick out amongſt all men,the moſt  icked,;zho continued, 
Or rather encreaſed their abominable, and ſcandalous con- 
verſation, after they begun to preach their new-Ghoſpell, 
Sce the lives of all new Reformers in the three Conv@- 
ſions of England, and in the prudentiall Ballance, if you 
doubt of this aſſertion. Is it not a mceere foppery to thinke 
that 12. or 7, men , {ho modeld the new Church of Eng- 
land in Edward the VI, time, ſhould judge better of Chri- 


' Nian Faith, matter, and forme of Sacraments, and of reli- 


gious ceremonies, then the Councells of Lateran, and 
Trent, and all the world in former ages ? Is it not impoſſi- 
ble,and contrary to Chriſts owne promiſes, thar the exer- 
Ciſe of true Religion, and Faith, ſhould be as inviſible, as 
the Engliſh Church is at this preſent, intimes; wherein 
Chriſtianity(through the mercy of God) doth flouriſh in 
all parts of the world? The Catholick Church was never 
brought to be inviſible by the Arrians , though by them 
much perſecuted, Let any Catholick Clowne but refle&t 
upon theſe, and other things, viſible to all the world, and 
he may confidently diſpute, and convince the moſt learn- 
cd Proteſtant. 


CHESS XV. 


Of the difference berween Chriſtian Faith, and the 
hiſtorical beliefe of Proteſtants. 
"I ſupernaturall Faith is a ſpeciall gift of God, is 


grantcd cyca by Proteſtants themſelyes. The ſuper- 
F 2 uaturality 
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naturality of it conſiſts not in believing an extravagant,and 
improbable obje&; becauſe that may be done naturally. 
For there is nothing however ſo falſe, and improbable to 
the underſtanfing, that will not at length be believed by 
men , if conſtantly reported to them by others of whom 
they have a good opinion, and not contradifted by any 
whoſe teſtimony they value The Turks believe that Mas 
homet was a great Prophet, and Saint The Jews believe 
that the Meſſias is not yer come. The Puritans believe rhat 
every one of themſelves is inſpired jith a Divine (pirit &c. 
An1 though every one of theſe ſtories be falſe , improba- 
ble,and alſo contradiftes by Catholicks, yet becaule theie 
SeQtaries have a good opinion of their owne Congrega- 
tion,anda very bad one of us, Catholicks, they believe the 
firſt, reje, and contemne the ſecond. Turks, Jews,and Pu- 
Titans do not believe theſe fond articles of their own Reli- 
Fion-with any ſupernaturall Faith ; their beliefe is meerly 
hiſtorical;juſt as children believe the hiſtory of the Knight 
in the Sunne, Don _Yrnrxote ae la Manche &c, 

All Chriſtians have not ſupernaturall , and' Chriſtian 
Faith. Many who received it 1n their Baptiſme,looſe it by 
hereſie. Hereticks are called Chriſtians, becauſe they are 
baptized, and not becauſe they are endued with Chriſtian 
beliefe. They believe ſome myſteries of Chriſtian Reli- 
gion, but with a meere hiftoricall Faith They aſſent to the 
m yſteries of the Trinity, and Incarnation, not becauſe God 
revealed them, but becauſe they are pleaſcd to judge it ve- 
Ty probable,or certain, that God revealed fome ſuch thing. 
That their owne fancy, or opinion, and not Gods Revela- 
tion, doth move Proteſtants to believe ;vhat they do be- 
lieve of Chriſtian Religion,is evident, becauſe they chooſe 
to themſelves amonglt all articles , which the Catholick 
Roman Church propoſed to the firſt Authors of Proteſta- 
cy Luther, Cranmer, Calvin, &c. before tae pretended Re- 
formation, what they think fit,and moſt probable. All the 
reſt { though equally propoled to them by the teſtimony 
of the ſaid Roman Church,as Divine Revclation)they re- 
jet as fabulous, or apocryphall, becauſe it ſuites not with 
their liberty, fancy, and manners. 

Hence it is that all Hereticks are damned by their owne 
proper judgement,and opinion; for he that makes choice 
of ſome articles,and rejects others,when all arc equally te- 
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| Hificd to be revealed by God,doth not believe the very ar- 


» 


ticles he chooſeth becauſe God revealed them, but becau- 
ſe he is of opinion that God revealed them, and not the 0- 
thers which he reje&s; not regarding the teſtimony of the 
Church propoſing all equally as revealed A Jew believes 
that the Meſſtas is not come, becauſe he thinks God reyea- 
led Chrifnotto be the Mefſias, and yet his Faith is not ſu. 
pernaturall, Proteſtants therefore may believe what they 
pleaſe, becauſe they think God revealedit , and yet their 
Faith be neither Chriſtian, nor ſupernaturall: their one 


perſuaſion alone, is not ſufficient gg ſupernaturalize their 


beliefe. The difference between hiftoricall, and Chriſtian, 
or ſupernaturall beliefe,is not, that Chriſtian belicfe alone 
nath forits obje&, ſupernaturall myſteries;(a man may be- 
lieve the myſtery of the Trinity, or Incarnation with as hi- 
ſtoricall a beliefe, as the hiſtory of 1ulius Ceſar.) The diffe- 
rence conſiſts in this, that the underſtanding doth meet 
with ſo great,and manifeſt difficulties,in crediting what is 


' ſufficiently propoſed as Divine Revelation, to be really re- 


vealed, and true, that it may appear to any indifferent, and 
rationall man,God doth concurre more particularly to the 
affent of what is propoſed as Chriſtian Faith, then he doth 
to the aſfent we give ſtories, Chronicles or any other hu- 
man hiſtory, though containing never ſo ftrange.and extra- 
ordinary events. To belicye not onely ſtrange,and (to the 
ſenſe of man) improbable things, but alſo to believe them 
witha prudent beliefe {not out of ignorance, or milinfor- 
mation) without the leaſt doubt, or ſuſpicion of falſhood, 
is ſo much above the way, and faculty of nature, that the 
Faith whereby this is done, muſt of neceſlity be an extraor- 
dinary, and ſupernaturall gift of Gods omnipotency. 
Now let us examine, whether Proteſtants do ſo ſtraine 
their underſtanding by their beliefe (even of ſupernaturall 
myſteries) that it may be evidently called an extraordinary 
gift of Gods omnipotency? To be brict, Ido fay,that Pro- 
teſtants have no more ſupernaturall Faith in believing the 
Trinity, or Incarnation, &c then in believing any ſtrange, 
or extraordinary accident that lokz Srow recounts in his 
Chronicles: and conſequently, their Faith is meerly hiſto- 
ricall. My reaſonis this: Proteſtants believe as articles of 
Faith onely thoſe points wherein all Chriſtian, though he- 


reticall Churches agree to be clearly containcd in Scriptu- 
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re , or tobedelivered by Tradition of the ſaid Churches. 
Whatlocyer is controverted amongſt Chriſtians,they look 
upon it as not neceſfary to be believed, Its true moſt of 
them tell you, they believe the Apoſtles Creed; others co- 
me as far as Saint Athanaſius his Symbol; ſome are pleaſed 
to admit of the 4. firſt general] Councells, The motive of 
this their beliefe is not, becauſe thc true Catholick Church 
teſtifieth that God reyealed what they believe,but becauſe 
no Chtiſtian Church, or Set,yherv iti: they converſe, Joth 
contra1idt any of theſe points. Such tizings as are contra- 
diced,or controverteg by any, are not believed as articles 
of Faith If this be not'meerly hiſtoricall,and haman bclief, 
there is none at all. What man is there, whether Turck, or 
Jew,that doth not believe after this manner,whatſoever is 
reported by many, and condifted by none whoſe authority 
hath any weight in his opinion? The reaſongyyhy Turcks 
Kick to their Alcoran, and the Jews to the Lawof Moyſes, 
notwithſtanding all our contradiQions,and teſtimonies, of 
the one being wicked,and the other aboliſhed, is,that they 
haye a prejudice againſt us Chriſtians, they value not any 
rhing we ſay in matters of Faith If Proteſtants had not the 
fame prejudice, by their education, againſt Turcks , that 
Turcks have againſt Chriſtians, they would make the Ca- 
tholick Church yet more univerſall thenat the preſent they 


do : the Alcoran perhaps ſhould be part ofthe Fible; thoſe ' 


- onely ſhould be articles of Faith wherein both agree; not 
onely all Hereticks , but Turcks ſhould be members, and 
part of the Catholick Church. 

Many are of opinion, that the liberty of life which Pro- 
teſtants have ( warrante by their new Religion ) is the 
ſtrongeſt motive of their obſtinacy in it, and of propaga- 
ting the ſame, Though this be true in ſome perſons, it can 
not be applycd to all Proteſtants: ſome of them(give the 
Devil his due) haye morality,and come near the old Pagan 
Philoſophers intheir life, and converſation. But there 15 not 
one amongſt all the Proteſtants of the world, eſpecially 
of the Engliſh Church,or Common prayer men, chat 1s 
not inveagled,and carried away with a liberty of believing 
onely that, as an article of Faith,which is not contradicted 
by any Chriſtian Congregation, or Church, however ſo 

different fromhis owne. Why ſhould Papiſts (faith every 

Proteſtant) impoſe unneceſſary articles of Faith upon us? 


why 
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why ſhould any one be obliged to belicye what is not 
clear in Scripture? There is no liberty more earneſtly 
ſought after, then that of the underſtanding ; all men are 
naturally taken with it; no captivity is more troubleſome 
then that of proper judgement : irs impoſſible, without 
a ſupernaturall favour, and grace of God, to br.dle the in- 
clination, and ordinary courle of thar faculty, which of irs 
own nature is ſo curious, and ychement that it can not be 
quiet untill it knowes the reaſon of whit ye heare. To 
believe, is to captivateand confine the underſtanding to 
a dungeon of darknefſe. Not to believe,is to leave itat its 
own choice, and hberty; this laſt is naturall, and agreable 
to our inclination, and by conſequence is no proper effeR 
of a ſupernaturall power. Irs impoſlible therefore that it 
ſhould be Chriftian Faith , or a ſupernaturall gift of God. 
In this ſenſe the y;ay of heaven is ſtraight, becaule Chri- 
ſian, and not hiſtorical beliefe, is the foundation, or firſt 
Rep to ſalvation: we mult force our ſelves to ir by ſtrain- 
ing our underſtanding to belieye , and nor give it liberty 
tO accept, and rejeA what we pleaſe, making our lelyes 
Judges of all- Controverſies concerning Scripture, and 
Chriſtian Religion, Let the negative articles of Protes 
ſtancy be examined (as Proteſtants, they have no affirma- 
tic) and we ſhall finde thatnature , and not grace, leads 
them to that liberty which they affume to themſelves of 
ſhaking off not onely the yoke of interior acquieſcence, 
and exterior obedience to the decrees, & definitions of the 
Catholick Roman Church; but alſo it will manifeſtly ap- 
pear, that Proteſtants,and all men are ſolicited by a natus- 
rall propenſion to make our ſelyes Scripture (as our fel- 
ves fhall interpret it) or;(which is the ſame) the Rule, ov 
Judge of Controverſies. Thercfore its no ſupernaturall 
ation, nor no meritorious ac, to believe after this man- 
ner,as Proteſtants do: for men have no difficulty in be- 
lieving themſclyes; and they believe themſclves, not God, 
when their own interpretation of Scripture is followed 
againſt that of the Church. 

It remaines now a reaſon be given, Why do Proteſtants 
believe the moſt obſcure, and difficult myſteries of Chri- 
Kian Religion, if their Faith be meer]y hiſtoricall? How 
can they without a ſupernaturall power, and favour, belie- 
ve'that the Scripture is Gods Word, the Trinity, the my- 

cry 
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ſery of Incarnation, &c.? To this doubtI anſjyer,that(as 
I ſfaidin the beginning of this Chapter ) chere is no diffi- 


culcy in Ye che moſt improbable, and extravagant 


things, when they are told us by perſons we credit ; and 
are not contraditted by any whole teſtimony we value. In 
matters of Religion Proteſtants value no men but Chri- 
ſtians, and ſuch myſteries as they believe, are not contra- 
dicted by any Chriſtians, at leaſt in our parts of theworld. 
They believe therefore all they believe, becauſe they have 
been told ſo by their Parents , and others who had the 
charge of inftrufting them; and not becauſe God revealed 
it, which is the oncly motive of Chriſtian, and ſupernatu- 
rall Faith, 
Its a received principle, that he who denyes one article 
of Chriſtian Religion, believes none at all. It can not be 
faid that he believes none with hiftoricall belicfe , as Pro- 
teſtants believe the myſtery of the Trinity , Incarnation, 
and Scripture to be Gods Word. The meaning of all Di- 
vines js, that he who denyes one article of Faith, believes 
none at all with Chiiſtian,or ſupernatural bcliefe, This is 
moſt true; for, to believe like a Chriſtian, is to believe the 
myſteries of Chriſtian Religion , becauſe they are ſuffi- 
ciently propoſed as Diyine Revelation by the teſtimony 
of the'Church ; not of eyery Church, but of the truc Ca- 
tholick one, which onely giveth lawfull authority, and 
ſends Preachers, and DoRors to inſtru the people. God 
hath not promiſed his helpe, and ſupernaturall inſpita- 
nions(which are neceſſary to believe with Chriſtian Faith} 
to them who are unſent}, uncalled, unconſecrated, but 
onely ro ſuch lawfull Miniſters as arc appointed , and 
ordained by them who derive their Doarine and fucceſ- 
fion from the Apoſtles through a never interrupted line. 
That no Church but the Roman Catholick doth propoſe 
ſufficiently as Divine Revelation the DoQrine which they 
preach, hath been provedin the 8, Chapt. whence it fol» 
lozerh , that out of the Roman Catholick Church there 
can be no true Faith, nor ſalyation; and that to deny one 
article of Faith in the leaſt matter, is to deny all; becauſe 
the motive of aur belicfe is denyed as much in alittle 
matter, as inthe greateſt. See the 7, Chap. The motive 
being denyed, or rejeted; nothing can be believed with 
Chriſtian Faith, becauſc of the moriye depends all. As - 
ib 
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and Herefie. Chap. XV. gg 
fallible argument of denying the motive of Chriſtian Faith 
is, tocontemne the teſtimony of that Congregation of 
men which hath the ſignes of being the true Catholick 
Church, as a legall, and orderly ſucceſſion of Dofors,and 
Dorine, converſion of Nations, Miracles, and markes of 
ſo eminent, and extraordinary ſanity of life, chat theli- 
ke was never found in Heathen Philoſophers, bur farre ex- 
ceeds all that hath beene diſcovered in any that wanted ſu. 
purnaturall grace , as is the entire renunciation of all 
the worldly pleaſure, profit, an1honour; an inflamed af- 
feftionto;yards God, and his glory, with an unfatigable 
zeale of the ſalvation of ſoules, and deſice of llfring 
for Chriſts ſake, whereof we Catholicks alone have an in» 
finite number of undeniable examples. No other but the 
Roman Church can as much aspretend to have the ſignes 
ofthe true Church, as miracles remarkable cither innum- 
ber, or quality,&&c, Therefore whoſocycr denyes one ar- 
ticle of the Roman Religion , denyth alſo the motive of 
Catholick Faith, v hich (as we have proved) 1s propoſed 
onely by the teſtimony of the Roman Catholick Church; 
and conſequently he who doth not ſtick to it, believes 
nothing at all with Chriſtian, and ſupernaturall Faith. The 
very Devils, and damned ſoules have the Proteſtant, or hi- 
ſoricall beliefe. Go4, who is Author of all graces, and 
favours, borh naturall, and ſupernaturall, grant to all Pro- 
teſtants that pretious gift of Faith, without which it isim- 
poſlible to pleaſe His Divine Majeſty , or te obtaine the 
end w hereunto we were all created, 
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